Ao2 nor STWE. 
OR, 


1 N ANSWER 


| F, ooting, 


So far as Mr, Whitby is concerned init] 


Wherein the Rule and Guide of Faith, the In- 
tereſt of Reaſon, and the Authority of 
the Church in Matters of Faith, are 

fully handled and vindicated; 


FROM THE 

Exceptions of Mr, SER JEAXT, 
AND 

Petty Flirts of FIAT LUX. 
Together with 
AN ANSWER to Frve Rueſt:- 
ons propourded bya RO M A N 
CATHOLICK, 


By Daniel Whitby, M. A, Coll. Trin. Oxon. Soc. 


| And let him that thinketh be ſtandeth, take heed leſt 
he fall, Rom. 11. 
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ER IE TENTS: | | 
Im primatur, 


ROBERTUS SAT. 


VICE-CANCELLARIUS 
O X O N. } 


SUASESES TLEES | 


Courteous Reader, 


He Animadverſuns of Mr,Serjeant 
being confuſed and immethodical, 
would not admit an Anſwer in that 

1 Order im which they hte, wherefore I have 

y reduced them to ther ſeveral heads, and as 

1 Thope, ſufficiently diſcovered the weakneſs 

E | of them in the following C hapters,ſtull being 

careful that I did not aEtum agere, or ſay 

any thing which might interfer with his two 

y great Antagoniſts ; I have fonce been aſſaul- | 

1 ted by a ſecond Sampſon, willing perhaps 

1 to ſhew the world what Execution be could 

do with the Jaw bone of an Aſſe. He bath 
three paſſages in his Epiſtle which ſeem 


f'2 guilty 


To the Reader, 
guilty of a little reaſon, and jhew be has 
ſome lucid Intervals which therefore ſhall 
receive an Anſwer, ; 

But as for his continual falfifications of 
my words and arguments, his Wit and Drols 
lery, us Any mad verſions, and his white 
Boys, ( that xs, the refrtdue of ms Epiſtle) 
I ſhall leave them to be bound up with A\(- 
driafdult Toſoftacan, 


| And reſt, 
Thy Friend and Servant, 


DANIEL WHITBY. 


(1) 
SEPPPPOOOOPODG POOOOOOS 
CHAP. L | 


of the certainty of Fatth, and the uſe 
of Reaſon in matters of Faith. 


Prop: 1. wu Faſon is that faculty which God 
hath given us to diſcern betwixt 
'W true and falſe, good or evil, juft 
and unjuſt : For that we do diſ- 
cern betwixt theſe things, is every Mans expetience, 
and that we do it by the exerciſe of Reaſon, is moſt - 
evident ; for Judgement maſt be either brutilb; or, 
founded upon Reaſon. _ of 
Coroll: If then my reaſon doth determine what is 
Juſt or unjuſt, good or evil, true or falſe, and con- 
ſequently what 1s to be done, believed, thought or 
not,R cafon muſt be my judge in every caſe. S:cond- 
ly, To judge, is to determine from ſome ground, 
and that is to infer or reaſori, ahd thiercfore nothing 
can be judge in any cafe but Reaſon, Thirdly; The 
Papiſt moſt acknowledge Reaſon for his Judge in eve« 
ry caſe; tor cither Reaſon muſt affure them that the 
Church in her Tradicions is infallible, or ele they 
maſt believe it, they know not why, this done, what 
is unqueſtionably the Tradition of the Church,' car.s 
© not be matter of a doubt; - and when *tis- doubted 
or diſputed whac is the voice of holy Church, R = 
| : B ' fon 


2 Of the certainty of Faith, 
ſon muſt ſtill become their Judge, for ſure they muſt 
have motives to encline them either way ? And they 
are Reaſons, Wherefore in all caſes Reaſon is their 
Judge : and wzre it not the greateſt folly to offer 
Reaſons to convince us of the Roman Faith, and at 
the ſame time tell us its judgement is not to be 
taken ? 

Obje: But here you preſently throw in, p, 187. 
The exiſtence of the Trinity, and then cry out, To 
wark now with your Reaſon, and ſee how you evince it. 

Anſw: Do you believe the afſertion to be true, or 
'not? if true, Why do you then diſpute againſt it ? 
if not, Why do you not return ſome Anſwer to 
thoſe Arguments wherewith it was confirmed ? nay, 
why do you acknowledge, That in great part of the 
. whole Se&ion, and eſpecially at the beginning,the Diſ- 
courfe i rightly made, þ. 180, ſince that Diſcourſe is 
vitbly a Complex of Arguments, profeſſedly evin- 
cing this concluſion ? But Secondly, I conclude thg 
exiftence of a Trinity by rational Inference from ſuch 
Scriptures, which affirm, That God is one, and that 
the Father, Son,and Holy Ghoſt are truly God 3 and 
therefare do afſert it, becauſe my reaſcn judgeth 
theſe Inferences to be valid : and the Sociniaz, who 
reje&s the Article, doth not reje& the Authority of 
thoſe Scriptures upon which I ground it, but onely 
endeavors to evade the Inferenccs of my reaſon from 
thence: Thus then you ſee, that Reaſon afting on my 
rule of Faith, produceth this aſſent, And tell me, 
Arc we not enjoyned to. give a reaſon of our Faith; 
and Out this as ol as, other Articles, and conſe- 
quently to acquaint the Enquirer, why, we judge it 
neceſſary to believe the Exidence of a rinity For , 
indecd teach me to ſpeak thus, That I have reaſon 

s is 


And the uſe of Reaſon in matters of Faith, #5 
to believe Authority, and Antbority to believe the Tri« 
zity. Anſw: True, but I muſt till have reaſon to 
conclude it from Authority ; forit is not formally 
contain'd in Scripture, bat onely thence inferr'd by 
reaſon, ſo that I have here Divine Authority for m 
Rule, and Reafon for my Cuide to apply the Rule 
unto the Article, and infer it thence. 

Objeft: Belief ix as properly relative to Authority, 
as Science us to an att of Reaſon; whence *tis as incon= 
gruows to ſay, 1 muit have reaſon to believe ſuch, a Point, 
as to ſay,*1 know ſuch a Point ſcientifically by Autho«- 
rity. Pp. 187. = POR > 

Anſw: As incongruous as it is, I hope you;do.be- 
lieve the exiſtence of a Diety; the Divine Authority 
of Sctiptures, and the truth of Chriſts Miracles, and 
that you have reaſon ſotodo; and do you nat now 
{ce the ſtrange and monſtrous Incongruity of faying, 
Tou have reaſon to believe ? Baronius his . | 
hand-maid to Divinity will teach you to di- EX*7c-3+ 
Ringuiſh berwixt Faith firitly taken for an $79 7 
aſſent built upon the Teſtimony of another, in 
which ſenſe it is relative to Authority ; or more ge- 
nerally, and fo in Scripture and approved Authors, it 
denotes any manner of aſſent: thus we are arc believe 
our eyes, and Hearhens, without a Revelation, to be- 
lieve a Diety. And laſtly, this or that to be the ſenſe 

of Scripture, Is Fe 

Prop: 2. Itis confeſs'd'on both fides, and in it (elf 
moſt certain, That the foundation of all our Faith 
depends on Reaſon, and is ultimately reſolved into it, 
the Proteſtant bath, bis internal and external Argu - 
ments to induce pion to believe the Divine Authority 
of Scripture ; the.Papift, for his upſtart T1 radition, 

\pretends no leſs then a Demorſtrotion ; and for bis 

On  Dn_—_— | Churches 


'4 * Of thecertainty of Faith, | 
Churches Authority, he hath his motives of cyedibi= 
lity ro produce. And cerrain it is that, all our Faith 
and'Religion depends upon the Being of a God, and 
that affurance which we have, That bis veracity is 
ſuch, 4 will not ſuffer him to deceive us ; His goodneſs 
ſuch, as will not ſuffer ws to be invincibly deceived, to 
0: ſouls deitruG10n 3' nor let bis providence be wanting 
in providing fer , and preſerving to us that rule of 
Faith, without which, ſalvation cannot be attained : 
uvlefs we'are afſured of theſe things, how know we 
but'that God may have deceived the World with 
falſe Miracles ? yea, .that he hath not Imprinted in 
us ſach diſpoſitions as miay continually incline us ug- 
to Err6r? That he hath not aſciſted the Apoſtles, 
and firſt Promoters of Chriſtianity in delivering to 
us x falſe Scripture, and falſe Traditions? And cer- 
rain { Secondly ) 'it is, we have no evidence of theſe 
things, but that of Reaſon, and conſequently thac 
the whole certainty of Faith depends upon it ; and 
this is: freely acknowledged by Mr. Serjeant, in his 
fourth Sefton, where he tells us, That our aſſent un- 
to Aiithority is at laſt reſolved into Reaſon ; and clear- 
ly follows from his grand Afertion, p. 181. That #9 
Aathority (viz. whether of Church, Scripture, or 
Tradition) deſerves aſſent farther then true reaſon 
gives it to deſerve ; and” conſequently it muſt be be- 
holding to true reaſon for the afſent we yield unto 
it. And yet I am confidently rebuked fs fayi 

That zf S.C. believes has Church infallible, becauſe 


bis reaſon judgeth it to be ſo, the Church is beholden to | 


the judgement of his. private yeaſon, for bis belief of ber 
3nfallibility,p.96.as it her infallibility could be behiev'd 
' 0x thy very account : deſerve aſſent upon no other, and 
the rationalneſs of affenting to it could be reſolved 
PITTS Ol 
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And the uſe of Reaſon in Matters of Faith, 5, 


5#tq reeſon,and ſhe not be beholding to the confeſſed 
yea the only cauſe of this aſſent for the belict of 
that infallibility, which is the effe& thereof; and all 
this forſooth , Becauſe I therefore come to have that 
Fudgement of her infallibility, becauſe ſhe as an object 
wrought upon my apprehenſion, and imprinted a conceit 
of her there, as ſhe was in her ſelf, and ſo obliged my 
Reaſon to conclude, and my judgement to hold her ſuch 
as ſhe is : pag. 182, A very deep diſcourſe and able 
to evince that no man is beholding to his Reaſon 
for any thing he afſents unto , but contrarily his 
Reaſon is beholding to the Objet for cauſing thac 
aſſent. Seing that obje works upon his apprehenſion, 
and imprints a conceit of it ſelf there, as in it ſelf, and 
ſo obligeth our Reaſon to conclude, and our Fudgment 
to hold it ſuch, as it is, but Sir, is your afſent ratio- 
nal, or not? Ifnot' 'tis Bruitiſh andAbſurd, it may 
he falſe, nor have you any reaſon to believe it true. 
If fo, then muſt you be beholding to your Reaſon 
for it. | | 
Coroll, Hence I infer, That Reaſon cannot 
be rejefed, as unſure , and unſufficient to 
ground an Article of Faith upon ; for the 
certainty of our whole Faith dep:nding upon 
that of Reaſon, it muſt fall together with it. 
So that to quarel. with the uſe of Reaſon up- 
on that account, ( as Papiſts uſually do ) is in 
effe& to quarrel with Religion and Chriftia- 
nity. | 
IE The certainty of Faith,cannot be greater 
then that ofScience orMathematical Demonltration, 
for thar(ſuppoaſing only as the foundation of all certi« 
tude that my faculties are rrue and not ſaupernatu- 
rally enclined to falſchood ) is abſolutely ccrtain, 
ABS . and 


6 Of the certainty of Faith, 
and ſuch as takes away all matter of a doubt, for 
who can queſtion the truth of theſe aſſertions thar 
nothing can produce it ſelf, and that from equals, if you 
zake only equals, the remainder will be equal, both 
which are concluſions arifing with the cleareft evi- 
dence from that firſt principle of Science *tis impoſſi- 
ble for the ſame thing at once to be, and not be. Now 
ſeeing certainty conſiſts in the removal of what is or 
might be matter of a doubt, (for whileft this matter 
of doubt remains we are not, and when *tis once re- 
moved,eo ipſo we arrive at real certainty) and ſeeing 
nothing can take off more then all, no certainty can 
be greater then that which cuts of all watter of 
a doubt. Nay, ſecondly, I ask, whether this prin- 
ciple 'viz. it is impoſſible for the ſame thing at once to 
be and not be) can poſfibly be doubred whether 
ſome Concluftons Scientitical be not immediately 
and unavoidably derivative from it ? (for fince all 
Truths are ultimately reſolved into it, ſome moſt 
immediately conclude from it) and whether hence 
it will not follow, That Scientifical Conclufions may. 
remove all poſſibility of doubting ? Thirdly, all Ar- 
ticles of Faith are ultimately fonnded npon Reaſon, 
by Prop. 24. And fo our affent unto them muft ter- 
minate thereupon, no reaſon, can be of greater cer- 
tainiy, then a Scientifical Conclufion, as being wholy 
derived from, and reſoluble into thar firſt Principle 
. of Science,impoſſibile eft idem eſſe & non efſe. Fourth- 
ly, That any Article.of Faith is true or not true, is a 
Sciemifical Conclvfion from that of Logick one part 
. Of contradiftories muſt needs be true; nor can the truth; 
' 6f any article be greater, then the truth of this, 
*  fince'*tis impoſlible to be trze, but eo ipſo it muſt be 
true or a0t true. rt od 
When 


And the uſe of Reaſon in matters of Faith. "> 


When therefore you pretend, p. 181, to cleave 
more heartily and firmly to a point of Faith, then to any 
concluſion of Science whatſoever, your adherence 
muſt outgoe your Reaſon, for what if Faith depend 
upon divine veracity, and that be cloſely applyed by the 
Church unto you, Seeing it depends alſo on your afſu« 
rance of theſe two Afﬀertions, ( 1.) That the Divine 
power could not be engaged to deceive the Church, or 
atteſt a falſehood. Which yau owe to Reaſon, And 
Secondly, That the divine veracity is engaged for that, 
which you eſteem an Article of Faith, which you 
muft owe unto the F yes and Fares and the Fidetity 
of other men, ſince then each Article of Faith at- 
teſted by Divine Veracity is nevertheleſs known to 
be ſo, partly by reaſon, which cannot riſe beyond a 
Demonſtration, partly by the evidence of ſence, and 
the fidelity of other men, which is not capable of 

demonſtration, it is not poflible that your affens 
which bottoms on them, ſhould exceed its cer- 


4 tainty. 


Bur ſecondly, 1 affirm, that all our certitude of 
Faith, is leſs then that of Science, for notwithftan- 
ding all your motives unto Faith, are there not mas» 
ny real Atheiſts, and ſecret rejeGers of Chriſtianity ? 
Many that are flill enquzrers,many that labour under 
continual doubts, and (cruples, and have Faith only 
as a grain of Muſterdſced ? Yea may we not all cry 
out with the Diſciples, Lord increaſe our Faith? Pro» 
duce your motives, manage them with your ut- 
moſt care, and you will find the Sceptick will fill 


| make exceptions, put in his ſcruples, and ask might 


it wot be otherwiſe ? Whereas Science compels aſſent, 


- puts the intelle& beyond a feare, and will not ſuffer 
us to ſcrople or demur upon her Theorems, or la- 


bour 


$g © Of the. certainty of Faith, 
-bour under the leaft uncertainty, }hetber one part of 
contradifiories be true, or the three Angles of a Tri« 
angle be equal to two right ones. Sith then 'tis nothing 
but'the cleameſs of the truth which expels fears 
and doubts, and tis the want of ſich convitive e- 
vidence, which is the cauſe of their continuance, 
that certirude muſt needs be greateſt which is moft 
effe&ual to this end : but *cis ſuperfluons to infift 
farther upon that which is ſo admirably confirmed 
by Mr Cb:llingworth, p. 291. Ed. ult, 

Yea thirdly, I affirm that the certainty of Faith 
is not ſo great as that of ſence, for all irs certainty 
depends on our aſſurance that the deliverers of it were 
infallibly afiſted by the Divine Wiſdome in that deli- 
very, and is not this atteſted by the Miracles they 
wrought, the Prophecies they delivered, the Do- - 
Arine they taught ? And that by ſence ? Should any 
of them be queſtioned 'muſt we not recur unto the 
ſenſes of the Primitive Chriſtians to confirm them ? 
And moſt they not then be the ultimate}Founda- 
tion of our Faich ? and your tradition ? muſt we not 
be ſurer of the proof then the thing proved ? And 
conſequently of the evidence of ſence then that of 
Faith, which deriveth from it? If not, why ſecond- 
Jy doth our Lord pronounce them rather bleſſed 
who believe and have not ſeen , then Thomas who 
firſt Saw and Feft, and then Believed ? Is it not be- 

cau(e they do it upon leffer (though ſufficient) evi- 
dence ? And fo their Faith is more illuſtrious and 
prayſe worthy; 'Twould be more Generous, 'and 
Noble, to die in the defence of him whom we did 
only probably believe to be our Prixce or Parent, 
then to do it only upon i»fallible aſſurance of his be= 
lag ſuch, becauſe an evidence of. greater love, m 


oY tobe 
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And thi'uſe of Reaſon in martrs of Faith. - 
fo is it more virtuous and prayſe worthy to venture 
all upon an highly probable hopes of the truth of 
Chriftianity 'it being ſuch a pregnant indication of 
our true love to Pietie and Vertue, that even a pro- 


bable aſſurance of it can prevail againſt all wortdl 
temptations to the contrary :- Yea this it is which 


| rendreth Faith rewardable, that 'tis an a&t of the be- 


lievers choiſe (and not irreſragably induced ) how- 
ever it be abundantly confirmed with arguments 
extreamly probable, ard ſuch as render it perverſneſs 
and obſtixacy to refift. Thirdly ſhould it be other- 
wiſe how cometh it to paſs that men are equally 
aſſured of what equally they ſee, but have not the 
like fulneſs of perſwafion in what they belieye?Thar 
being once affured of the obje&s of (ence, they can 
admit of no greater certainty,whereas after all our 
boafts af a plerophory of Faith, we have till need to 
ftrive and Jabour to increaſe it * Since then the 
certainty of Faith is proved inferiour to that of 
Senſe, and Science, to pretend infallibility ( which is 
the higheft certamty) is to pretend ſuch evidence,as 
is not competible to Faith.But that the Folly of this 
pretence may appeare more ſignally, 1 ſhall farther 
manifeſt. x. That Humane nature is not capable of 
infallible affurance in matters of Faith. Secondly, 
that to require ſuch afſurance unto Faith is contra» 
ry to Scripture. Thirdly, That our Saviour requi- 
red Faith upon lower motives. Fourthly, That the 
Romanifts can have no ſuch aſſurance. Fifthly, That 
it isno prejudice to the certainty or 'reafonableneſs 
of Faith, that it is built upon foundations not abſo« 
lotely infallible. 'And Laftly, Anſwer Mr Serjeants 

Exceptions to the contrary. ' And | 
' 1. ''f Humane Nature (abſirated from Divinity) 
' - - _—_— 


> - —_ 


Of the certainly of Faith, 


ty,yea ofGod himlelf,for even their affarance cannor 


reach beyond. iofallibility. And ſecondly, Reaſon 
maſt give as great aſſurance of a thing revealed to 7 
others 1600. years agon, and in it ſelf inevident, as # 
it is poſſible for preſent ſence or revelation to afford; | 


all which are monſtrous abſurdities, 

Secondly, each Text of Scripture which mentions 
any that were weak or ſtrong in Faith, any that were 
of little or of great Faith,any that were rich,that did 
abound, encreaſe, or grow in Faith, any that were 
grounded, eſtabliſhed, rooted, and confirmed in Faith, 
that ſpeakes of having Faith as a grain of muſterd= 
ſeed, and of having all Faith, is a demonſtrative refq- 
tation of this pretence, it being certain that infallibi- 
lity admits of no degrees, Such ſecondly, muſt be e- 
very Prayer which the Apoſtles made, to excreaſe 
their own and others Faith, or inthe Janguage of 
the Catholick to. advance it ſome degrees above infal- 
libility. Such thirdly, are all thoſe places which tell 
of Hereticks, who overthrew the Faith of ſome, of a- 
thers that were aufteblc and wavering in the Faith, 
Andlaftly, Prophecy that men ſhould Erre, and be 

ſeduced from the Faith, or depart from it, giving heed 
to ſeducing ſpirits, it being as impoſlible for ſuch who 
are infallibly afſfured or guided by what is ſelf-evi- 
dent, even to the un-refleting ras thy to Waver,Erre, 
or be Seduced, as to Doubt and Disbelieve thay 
twice 2 is 4, Or that if you take equally from equals, they 
will till be equal. 0 

hirdly, Our Blefſed Saviour required this af- 
ſent from his Diſciples withoux- Jafalkble alſurance, 


capable of this affurance, its certainty muſt be @; | 
qual to that of Viſion, of Angels, of Chrifts Humani- Þ 
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for doth he not call them-Foels and: flaw of os 
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And the uſe of reaſon in miatters of Faith, wg 


7 Luke 24- 26. for not believing all the Prophets had 
7 delivered touching his ReſurreJion and Aſcention 
2 ito Glory ? Had they infallible affurance that theſs 
7 Prophecyet concerned him yea or no? Ifnot, then 
2 did he look upon them as Fools and flow of bears for 
# not believing upon motives confefſedly fallible ; - if 
Z their afſcrance might have been infallible , then <<. 


ther as bottomed upon Reaſon, infallibly concluding 


2 his Aſcemtion and Reſurefion from the Prophets ; or 
3 fecondly upon Tradition and the Churches living 


voice ; if the firſt, why may not we alſo ( who have 


; greater aſſiſtence of the Spirit of Wiſdome ) be able 


from the ſame Principle of Reaſon, working on qur 
Rule of Faith, to conclude mfallibly the Fundamer- 
tals of Chriſtianity? For is it not unreaſonable to 
aſſert, that the Reſurrefion and Aſcention of our 
Lord is more clearly revealed in thofe places of the 
Old Teftament,(which are few,obſcure,8 by reaſorl 
of the Langage more ambiguous then the New, 
and laftly acknowledged by the greateſt partof lears 
ned Men to refer primarily to other things or per. 
ſons) then the Articles of our Creed are in thoſe 
numerous, and admirably preſpicuous places of the 
New Teftament which give in Teſtimony thereun- 
to ? Muſt they be looked upon as Fools for not in- 
fallibly cofictuding the Aſcention of our Lord, from 
the obſcure items of the Prophets by the help of 
Reaſon? And muft we be damned for holding Rea» 
ſon ſ#fficient Fom Scripture to conclode our Creed? 
Nay acqmay wen this to _ _ as a Cone 
petent; yea infallible judge of the Senſe of Scriptore, 
and. p-2 exirwer ES in the Few, what 
you toitdemn and rail atin the Chriſiian, "1 

 Ifſeropdly, you fiye unto Tradition, Is it tiok 
ys _ ridiculous 


Fs -* Of the certainty of Faith, 
xidicuſoins to affert that the Jewiſh Church ſhonld | 
'not only Crucifie this Jeſus, and endeavour with ® 
their utmoſt powerto prevent the Fame of his Re- : 
ſurre&ion, albeit ſhe had infallible aſſurence of it. ? 
But that ſhe ſhould at the ſame time interpret Scrip- 7 
ture ſo, as infallibly to atteſt it, and be condemned | 
from her own mouth ? Nay had they not a con« 
trary Tradition, ( viz. That the Kingdome of their | 
Meſſias ſhould be Glorious upon Earth) ſufficient to 
confront all evidence Tradition could afford them | 
in this caſe, and void her Teſtimony becauſe repug- | 
nant it ſelf? Secondly, I defire to know whether 
that voice from Heaven which teftifyed that Jeſus 
was the true Meſſiah, and the Son of God, did not 
oblige the hearers to believe it 2 And to what other 
end it-was ſent? Whether oor Saviour doth nor 
—_ it as his Fathers teftimony of him (which 
re muſt be ſufficient ground of Faith.) whether 
Saint Peter doth not hence endeavour 
2 Pet. 1. to make good this truth ? - And there- 
17,18, 19. fore, whether his argument doth not 
oblige us to believe it? And yet whe- 
ther he doth not peremptorily ſay, that *twas con-+ 
firmed by a more ſure word of Prophecy ? And whe» 
ther hence it doth not follow that rhis voice from 
Heaven was not an evidence moft ſure ? and there- 
fore not infallible ; however it were ſuch as did re- 
quire belieffrom us, 2s well as them that heard ir ? 
Gonow and tell your God and Saviour (what you- 
have told our Church ) That they are guilty of, moſt 
Abſurd, Ridiculous, Irrational, Self-condemned,Dam- 
mable, Diabolical Tyranny, and ſuch as Humane Na*+ 
ture can ſcarce.” own, for requiting , any. mans aſſent 
#0 any Point or, Propoſition wharſoever 'gs evident 
Foy | in 
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And the uſe of Reaſon it! matters of Faith 4 
3n Scripture, without infallible certainty, pag. 196, 


© 198. | 
E *Fourthly, The Evidence which Papiſts have, or 


can have of any matter of Faith, is not infallible 5 


# for had they infallible Evidence to produce, is it not 
Z matter of amazement, that ſo many millions of per- 
# ſons endowed with Intell-Qs as piercing, and accom- 


liſhed with all abilities which their Adverfaries can 
oaſt of; yea, who many of them have all temporal 


& Motives to encline them to believe, and all the Miſe- 
# ries that Papal Tyranny can inflit ro awaken them 


into a ſerious confideration 3 nay, who are Men ſe- 
riouſly induſtrious after vheir ſalvation, and ſuch as 
know that they maſt periſh everlaſtingly, if this in - 
deed be the true and onely rule of Faith which they 
reje& : Iſay, Is it not matter of amazement, that 
ſuch perſons, from generation to generation, ſhould 
unanimouſly reje& what offers it ſelf with 
infallible evidence and aſſurance even to the © 
moſt rude, illiterate,and unrefleiing perſon, 
thatis bur capable of Chriſtianity ? and 
not onely ſo, but that they ſhould diſpute, and write 
Books againſt it, albeic they could never go about to 
do ſo, but they maſt neceſſarily be convinced infalli= 
bly (even as wirefleding Layicks are ſuppoſed to be) 
of the truth of what they thus oppoſe, which is 
indeed to ſay,we were, are, and (whileſt Proteftants) 
muſt be as bad and obltifhte as the very Devil; This 
alone is abundantly ſufficient to arm the "ſoul againſt 
all temptations unto Popery. Again, the infallibili- 
ty of your Tradition is bottomed partly upon this 
foundation, That your Church thinks her Vf obliged 
te deliver nothing bus whas and ſo far & ſhe _—_ i 
rom 


14 Of the certainty of Faith, 


from the former Age and Church : But what aſſurance 


of this at preſent : are there not of your own Party 


who.roundly tel] us, That what (a) flouriſhed in the * 


Church for many hundred of Years, is now con- 


*. 
x. = Sror_- 74, 0 
D—_ I 


demned by her? That there was a time when the 4 


Trent -de(initions were not (6b) de fide, yea when the : 


(c) contrary was delivered by the: Church : That 
there was a time when Fathers (4) did, and might 


teach. contrary to what ſte now delivers, becauſe | 


the Church had not declared ber minde: And is not 


this to give a liberty before the definition of a Couns - 


cel, to deliver to Poſterity, even from the firft Age 
to that very moment, what is flaily 'contradzFory to 
the Churches voice, and to unravel the whole thread 
you have (o knely ſpun. (Ce; Are there not thoſe 
who poſitively affert, the definition of your Church 
makes that to be efteemed a matter of Faith, which 
before was not neceſſarily to be deemed ſuch? who 
Iaffly ſay, The definition of your Church is rhar 
which makes a fundamental ? how many hundred 
times have-all, or moſt of thee things. been Printed, 


A—— 


(a). Mealdonate in Fob. 6. v. 53. Binius Concil: Tome I. 
p. 624. 'Petavins de la penit: pull: I. 1.c. 7.8. 6-p, 979. 

(b) Roffenſts in confut: Lutheri, p. 496. Biel in Le#: $7, 
ſuper Canonem miſſes Durand, epuſc: 15. c. I, Scorns apud Belo 
far: de Enchar: 1. 3.c. 23, ; 

(c) Vid: Potters Anſwerclo charity miſtaken, pag. 535 


4 4- | 

- Cd) Non:mirum eft fi, jfti dy nonnulli etiam- ali patres re 
nendam cotempore ſati« illuflrata. in cam, Hareſin incidiſſent 
Petro Soave, Hift: Concil: Trident: I, 5.-p. $75. Petevinsin 
Epiphanium, p. 285, # | 
Ce Bellar: 'b. 4. de Femif: Rome c, 14; Sec: Reſe inte 


rims, E 
Preachs 


, qo . * emp Aa &G_ on: Ic: cnt 4d Pk TJIAvOoT ww HMink ou” fm o0w£©.: oo ma ©. xo mChy => ©@ Vw cy mncrsS fiwca 


YI 


T Som " $6 
- I .* ©" JR 


And the uſe of Reaſort in matters of Faith, xg 
Preached, Licenfed in your Church ? and yet there 
is not one of thern but bids defiance to your Aﬀer. 
tlon. Burt ſecondly, your infallibility is bottomed 
| upon this, That *tis impoſſible for your Church to be 
4 deceived in judging what's Tradition, Now firſt, Is 


F it not as certain; as the truth of Chriſtianity can make 


it, that the whole Nation of the Jews did erre, and 
that moſt dangerouſly, pretending a Tradition of 
that nature which rendred them uncapable of eme« 
bracing the Meſſiah ? Now what was the fadfate of 
theſe Traditionary Catholicks, ſcattered not onely 
over Fury, but through all the World 2 why may is 
not be Komes ? When Arianiſm prevailed ſo much 
upon the World, as to fright the Orthodox Profeſ- 
ſors into Dexs and Caves, when it had defiled almoſt 
all the World, and ali{except a very few) obeyed it 2 
Was it impoſhble in that jun&ure of Aﬀairs they 
ſhould pretend Tradition for their Faith ? doth not 
your ( f)) Cardinal Perroon, and their own Epiſtle 
ſhew they did? (g) Our Faith, fay they, is kept 45 & 
Patrimony handed down from the Apoftles times by their 
immediate Succeſſors, even to the days of our Fatherss 
And muſt that, be impoſfible to be done by the 
Charch of Rowe, which we ſee done in fo great an 
inftance ? How oft did Eaſt and Welt plead contrary 
Traditions, and impeach each other for walking 
G) meg Thy ixxanunesixiy «xoaudiey? In the beginning 
of the fatal breach between them, either the Plea 


m—_. 
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Cf) Anſw: to Du Pleſſis, L 2. c. 7. 
- (4), Kelidmy xaiggy Tina Thy au 7] 'Ameronngr gfe 


ror Siach bs my wity dpt 3, tuldy TheThpoy. vaodte 
Edueyer T0T. Qurdoroyuey., Epift: Pſeudoſynodi Ancyrand 
epud Ediph: p., 847. 

Ch) Synad;: Confl: in Trullo, Can: 55s 
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ns Of the certiiuty of Faith, 
of Tradition was deſerced, or falſly pretended by 
one party ; and what impoſlibility can there be, thac 
what happened to the one ſhould be found incidenr 
to the ogher ? And to adde no more, Is it not (7) or- 
dinary in the Schools to hear contrary Seds; and 
Parties, pretending.to the Tradition of the Church 
of God with equal confidence ?. Should now the 
prevailing Party of a General Counce! be made up 
of either of theſe Se&s? Were it impoflivle for 
them ts deane and deliver for Tradition to Pofterj- 
ty, what they, according to their private (but miſ- 
g1ided) Judgeneat eſteemed ro be ſuch? Muſt it be 
poſſiole for many handreds of Lateran or Baſil, Nice 
or Con;tantinple,to pretend Tradition falſly (becauſe 
in-contradi&ion to each other) arid ſhall ic not be 
pallivle for 52 Biſhops me: at Trent to do fo ? 

But what if ſhe hath aRually deceived us, Is it 
infallibly evident that ſhe cannot do what ſhe hath 
done already, and thu as ſure as Hiſtory can mike 
ic 2 For in the fixteenth Century; we have ſeveral 
Tranſlations of the Bible, ſet forth witli ſpecial Pre- 
faces before them (tvch were that of Santes Pagri- 
us, the Dominician at Lyons, that of Antonius Bra- 
cioly im Italy) every. one delivering, and dedaring 
che diftinf&tion that we make, and was then common- 
ly ceceiv'd, between the Canonical Books of Scri- 


i 


(i) Frequenter contingit unum Theologum conflantiſſims aſ-- 
ſerere ſe habeve Theologicam demonſtrationem de aliquo dogmate 
0y illad deducere per evidentem conſequentiam ex ſacris titeris 
& traditionibus 'patrum, alium vero per oppofitum certifiim? 
afirmare ſe habere demonſflrationem Theologicam, quod illud fit 
$arefis. Nec ſolum boc contingit inter duds fingulates Theolos 
gos ſed inter unam Schalam cum alter, Goprzalcs in x diſp; 


8,2. N. 34 7 
PLUrey 


* « 


A . 568 
bo. 4 8 BP 


 % k TX © FP. T TY V WI i LCN, 


Ant the uſe of Reaſon in matters of Faith, 15 
pture, and Apocryphal ; nay, in that fimous Editi® 
on of the com-leat Bibles ſer forth by Ximenins the 


f Cardinal, and Arch-Bilhop of Toledo in Spain, and 


publiſhed by the Authority of Pope Leo, we are 


| to'd, that Tobit, Fudith, Wiſdom, Eccleſiafticus, and 


the Macchabes, with the additions to Heſter and Daniel, 
are noC anonical Scripture, bur ſach as the Charch 
read, rather for edification of the people, then confirma= 
tion of ber Faith. Yea, the vulgar B'ble printed at 
Bafil, with Lyra's Commentary, and the ordinary. 
Gloſs, do nor onely number her Books Canonical; 
and u# Canonical as we do, putting that difference 
berween them as be: ween what is d1b:ows, and what 
is certain; but farther tells os, Thar ſhe did ic for the 
Information of them who being not much uſed to Scri- 
pture, did not know how to put a difference betwixt 
them, and ſo became ridiculons to the Learned, Picus 
Mirandula aflures us, That the Teſtimony 
of St, Ferome in this matter (which pun- £7: 
Rually accords with us, even our Adver- SF — 
faries being Judges) was eſteemed moſt ſa- 2, fuifſe wir 
cred by the Church. And Cardinal Caietan pinione, 
(that common Oracle of the days he li- Bellar: de 
ved in) faith as expreſly, What he recei- 7<rb0 Dei. 
ved into the Canon that do we; what he ye- © \* ©: 0- 
jeed, we alſo do rejeft : Nay, T hat the Latine Church 
was very much obliged to $, Jerome, who by making 
ths diftinion, had freed us from the reproaches of the 
Fews ; left them no ground to ſay of ber (what now 
they may of the Latine Church) That ſhe had for- 
ged a new Canon of ber own, with which the Jews had 
#0 acquaintance : *Tis true, Catharinus oppoſcd this 
Sentence, as being contrary to what one or two- 
Popes had held before him $ bur he was preſently 
ETegeas A. 


Admitto ie 


(2) Of the certainty,of Faith, 
derided for it by one of his Brother Monks, as an 
unlearned fellow, And to conclude, Fobannes Ferus, 
£ in his Book called 4# Examination 'of 
Seethis and Perſons to be Ordained, informs them of 
auch more in y;y42 Apocryphal Books (the ſame which 
Dr. Coſcnss 1. fo called by our Church) which 
Caen of were not anciently nſed in the Charch 
Scripture, J 5 
Gent: 16, and whoſe Authority was not preſſing : To 
| him you may adde Faber Stapulenſis, 
Fodochns Cliftoveus, Ludovicus Vives, Fr: Georgius, 
Eraſmus, and Dried, all in this fixteenth Centory : 
This being ſo, Can any man imagine that-the Cano- 
nical Authority of theſe Books was look*d upon in 
this Century, -as an Apoſtoliick Tradition by the 
Church of Rome, and a thing neceilary to be taught 
Poſterity ? and yet they are pronounced Canonical 
by a few Men at Trent, in the ſame Century; and a 
Tradition is pretended for it in defiance to their 
own and other Churches : It then we cannot be in- 
fallibly affured, that the Church of Rome kept to 
Tradition-when ſhe moſt pretended it (yea, are a- 
bundantly certain, That in her firſt Decree ſhe con- 
tradi&ed the prevailing Dodrine of that very age) 
What affurance can we reaſonably expe& that ſhe 
always did ſo? | 
Obj: The A4tteftation of One thouſand Men of good 
repute, touching a matter pretended to be ſeen by them, 
and confirmed by their Oath, obligeth to belief : And 
muſt not then the Atteſtation of the Church of Rome, 
2ncompar ably more ample, render the matter ſo indubi» 
table* as that onely irrational, vicious , and wilfully 


blinde perſons can recede from it by unbelief ? p, 196, | 
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And the uſe of Reaſon in matters of Faith, 19 
Anſw. (1.) I defire to know, Whether it were 
abſolutely impoſhble that One thouſand hypocriti- 
cal Phariſees ſhould have procured the repute of hox 
neſt men? ic being Proverbial amongſt the Jews, 

That if Heaven were deſigned but for two perſons, the 

one would be a Scribe, the other a Phariſee : or whe- 

ther it were abſolutely impoſſible for One thouſand 
of ſuch perſons *who were confeſſedly guilty of 
prom fins, and frequently accuſtomed to fwear a 
ye by any thing but, the name Jehovah) to atceft 
falſhood with an Oath? and if not, Why ſhould it 
be impoſſible to our Modern Phariſee, who can e- 
quivocate as well as he? Whether the Prieſts of 4- 
polio were not many Thouſands in the World ? Whe: 
ther they might not be reputed honeft Men ? and 
whether it were impoſſible for them to conſent in an 
Atteſtation of ſuch a falſhood which might gain re- 
putation to that Idol ? eſpecially, conſidering that 
the Frauds and Arrtifices of the Prieſts, were the n« 
ſual ways of keeping up the credit of their Idol 
worſhip. 

Secondly, In ſome caſes ſuch a Teſtimony will 
oblige unto Belief: But what if theſe Witneſſes thould 
be confronted by the Teſtimony of Two thouſand 
equally Judicious and Pious Men? What if theſe 
Witnefſes ſhould vary in their Teſtimonies , and 
when met in Councels contradif each other ? What 
if Scri;ture and Hiftory delivered to cs from the un- 
queſtionable Tradition of many Millions, of whictz 
this Thouſand were a part, ſhould manifeſtly con- 
demn them of a lye? Whar if the thing they undere 
took to. tefiifie, depended not entirely on their At- 
teftation, but required alſo the Teſtimony of the 
next Age, and fo up to the Apoſiles days 3 Wks 
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20 Of the certainty of Faith, 


the Atteſtation were viſibly for their own Intereſt ? 
or they were partly ignorant of what they did At- 
teſt? Would not all or any of theſe things ſuffici- 
ently null their evidence, and vet this is manifeſtly 
the caſe of your Churches Teftimony. 

Fifthly, It is no ſufficient prejudice againft the re: 
ſonablencſs or certainty of Faith, to confeſs it to be 
b.ilt upon foundations not abſolutely infallible: This 
is the natural reſult of what hath been already pro- 
ved, but r. Thatit isno prejudice unto the pru- 
dence.and reaſonablenels of our Fairh, is ſufficient- 
ly concluded hence, That the moſt w:ighty Aﬀairs 
of Life are built noon Foundations not ab(olately 
ſuch. No Childe hath an infallible affurance of his 
Parents, no Sobje& of his Prince; and would it 
not be madneſs herenypon to deny Obedience and” 
Homage to them? our Title to our Fftates derived 
from Anceſtors, ovr aſſurance of the Taws of 
the Land we live in, is but moral; nevertheleſ, 
£o doubt or queftion them upon this account, 
would be extreamly fooliſh: moreover , Rea- 

ſon and Prudence oblige us to believe whar is highly 
credible, and exceedingly more probable then it's 
contrary: And ſure it is, That Chriſtian Religion 
is upon various accoints more credible, and boilt 
on grounds incomrarably more rationa' then either 
arreligion, br any contrary Religion can jretend to, 
and conſequently I ftand bound in Prudence to em- 
brace ir. a 

Obj: But what i fa'lible may be falſe; and if ſo, | 
you have no certainty that it will be true. | 
' . Anſw, What is fallible (not becauſe equally poyſed 
betwixt truth and falſhood;but) onely beeauſe wot de- 
monfirable by Mathematical mediums, or becauſe the 

CON= 


And the uſe of Reaſon in matters of Faith © 


cotitrary doth not imply a contradiQion, may yet be 
of ſafficient certainty to produce affurance : The 
judgement of ſenſe cainot be proved infallible to 
the Sceptick; he will argue from experience, That 
it may once or twice deccive you, and thence, that 
*ris not abſolutely impoſhble that it ſhould frequently 
doſo; that it way deceive you for a minute, and 
then ask whar infallible afſurance you c:n have that 
it cannot do ſo for fize, ten, twenty minutes : If you 
reply, Tour ſenſes are infallible, but with ſuch limita- 
tions, as having a due medium, Organ diſtance, and 
the like, he will call for your izfaiible aſſrance, that 
neither God, nor che devil, do at any time infet the 
Medium, di{-tort the Fye, alter the Species, and the 
like. Now tell me, notwithſtanding this denyal of 
the infallibilicy of Senſe, Whether we have any juſt 
tempration to Queſtion what we daily (ee and hear ? 
Whether he that walks in London-ſtreets may not be 
certain that he ſees a Man or Woman ? and yer, leſs 
reaſon had the Primitive Chriſtians to ditiruſt thoſe 
Miracles which for ſume tundreds of Years employ» 
ed not onely their own Senſes, but the Eyes and Ears 
of all the World. Again, The1eſtimony of ren, yea 
of an hurdred Men is tallible (as. we have ſeen alrea- 
dy 3) and hence 'tis evident, Thac the reftimony of 
Two hundred, yea a Thouſand way be (o ; for ſee- 
ing a'l you adde is fallible, their Teftitication mnt be 
ſo : Tell me now, Whether I have realon to diſtruſt 
the Exiſtence of ſuch a Man as Al:xander, Mahomet, 
or that the Alcoran was publiſked by him? if nor, 
What reaſon can | have to doubt of what's delivered 
to me with greater evidence of {.encral Tradiiion 
touching Scripture & Chriftianity? you ſee now what 
little ground of fear our Dorine gives you that , 
mgot 


22 Of the certainty of Faith, &c. 
might bappen to be otherwiſe, p. 196, becauſe we dare 
not pretend infallibility, even as little as you have to F 


fear the conſtant Teftimony of ſenſe, or your own * 


ſure footing. And when you adde, That *tix a dam- * | 
nable and diabelical Tyranny, to oblige men to the ha- 5 


zards of falſhoods in the matters of Faith, and in the 


mean time, profeſs eur ſelves ignorant whether they be 
falſe or 20, | | | 
Anſw: True : And *tis at great a falſhood that 
we do ſo. No Sir, in matters Fundamental we pro- 
feſs as much affurance as Scripture and Tradition 
can afford; in matters which admit not of the 
greateſt Evidence, we oblige not unto Faith, but to 
Submiſsion and Obedience ; and in neither do we 
profeſs (what you fo diſ-ingenionſly impoſe upon 
us) That we are ignorant whether they bg falſe or no, 


0, 


(23) 
CAE EL 


Of the Guide of Faith, 


dm Reaſon ſtill muſt be my guide after 
it hath brooght me ro my Rule of 
Faith ; and were it otherwiſe ( fince we have no 
expreſs from the 0'd Teſtament that Feſus of Naza- 
reth or the Son of Foſeph was to þs the Saviour of 
the world) why are we ſent to Scri:ture to be con» 

vinced of it? Why is this word of 

Prophecy eſteemed a furer evidence John 5. 39. 
thereof then a voice from Heaven ? 

Why doth our Saviour quarrel 2 Pet. I. 17. 
with the Jew for not concluding Matt. 22. 29s 
that from Scripture which was nor | 

to be found expreſsly there ? Or re- 

buke the ſlowneſs of his own Diſci- Luk 24. 25. 
ples to believe all the Prophets had 

delivered touching his Death, his Reſurre&ion, and 
Aſcention into Ghry? When viſibly they could not 
do it without comparing circumſtances, ard uſing 
long train of inferences ? Why laſtly, are the Berzans 
ſo much commended for their ſearch of Scriprure,8& 
Fudgement of Pauls Dofrine thence, ſeeing his bu- 
fineſs was to prove thatChriſt mujt needs have ſuffered, 
& be raiſed from the dead, that Feſus was the Chriſt, 
Ad. 17.3. 11. ſhould this way be reje&ed as falla- 
cious, and unſufficient to eftablith faith ? In vain 
muſt be Apol/os wiſfdome endeavovring hence to 
convince the Jew rhat Feſus was the Chriſt, AF.18.22. 
And *twas their weakneſs ro be over-powred by 


by 


24 Of the Guide of Faith. 
it, whilſt he produced no expreſs from Scripture, 


in vain did Peter, attempt to prove the ReſurreAion # 


of our Lord from that of David, Thou wilt ot leave 
my Soul in Hell; 4@.2. 27. and S. Paul tocon- 


vince the ſewby Reaſoning from Scripture, AZ 17-2. | 


In vain did he compoſe his whole Epiitte to the He- 
brews, fo full of Rational deduRions thence ; in a 
word to inferthe unlawfulneſs of Divorce for any 
cauſe from that of Gexeſis, They twain ſh:l1 be one 
fleſh, of Corban from that of Moſes, Honor thy Father 
and thy Mother ; to inter the I awfaln=ſs of plucking 
ears of corn upon the Saboth,from Davids eating the 
Shew-bread; And laſtly to conclude the Reſurre&ion 
from that of Moſes, T am the God of Abraham,muſlt be 
according to the contrary Afﬀerticn to argue upon 
Grounds fallacious , and to interpret Scrivture a= 
aint or elle belides the tenour of the Churches 
voice, 

Secondly, If Reaſon. may not be my Gnide in 
theſe conclufions as well as others, then (41.} muſt 
not all Arguments produced by the Romaniſt againſt 
our Church, or upon any other {ubje&, be pro- 
nounced null; when bottomed only on the inferen- 
ccs of Humane Reaſon, from the Rule of Faith, and 
mnt? not Vanity be writ upon the labours of their 
greateſt Champions ? Muſt it not follow that no 
promiſe of the Scripture,can adminiſter comfort, no 
rhreaining terror, to the Soul, that is not either ex- 
preſsly contained in :t, or otherwiſe aſcertained and 
expanded to 1s irom the Tradition of the Church? 
And muſt not then the greateſt part of Scriptore- 
threatnings prove bruta fulmiza , and its Promiſes 
be as untigaiticative? And thirdly might not Jew, 
and Gemile, Sadducy, and Phariſy have ſtill _ 
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pted againſt Chriſt & his Apoſiles (whoſe irfallibility 


they little dreamt of)for making faith depend onthe 
fal'acious deduAions of theirReaſons,8& for moulditig 
Scripture according to their Dedalean Phazcies in 
oppoſition to the Churct es living voice, Had Mr $. 
been a Traditiovary Catholick or ( which is much 
the ſame ) a Phariſee in thoſe days, he would hare 
doubly ſchoo!d them, (1.) For chuſing a wrong rule 
of Faith (viz. Scripture) ſo to avoid the Church: and 
next for gloſſing it as ſcems beſt unto their Reaſons and 
that in oppoſition to the Church : who by ber praGical 
tradition muſt interpret, Sure footing. p. 193. 

Prop. 2, That to affert Reaſon as my Guide in 
matters of Faith, is not to reſolve Faith into humane 
Reaſon, for Faith is properly reſolved into its Princi- 
pal efficient, or formal obje4, which is not Reaſon, 
but to the Proteſtant Divine Veracity, to the Ca- 
tholick the Churches voice, for a:ke the Proteſtant 
why he believes ſuch Articles, or aſſerts their truth, 
he preſently replyes becauſe revealed in Scripture 
by that God who cannot lye; whereas the Catholick 
muſt Anſwer becauſe revealed by that Tradition or 
that Churches voice which is infallible, to affure me of 
the Churches voice is the buſineſs of my Eyes, and 
eares, to aſcertaim me of the infallibility of that 
voice is the work of Reaſon; Is now the faith of 
Catholicks reſolved into their eyes or ears? Is it 
reſolved into the uſe of Reaſon, and not into the 
Churches voice? Ifnot, why muſt this be objefed 
to the Proteſtant, becauſe his Reaſon doth aft him 
to evince his Scripture to be the produft of Divine 
Veracity ? If then you take this prayſe in its largeſt 
ſenſe, as it imports the enquiry into all its cauſes in 
their ſeveral kings,both Catholicks and Proteftantsdo 
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reſolye their faith into humane Reaſon, as giving 
them aſſurance of the infallibility both of Scripture # 
ahd Tradition, ifin its proper notion as it it implyes 
the principal efficient cauſe of Faith, *tis evident that 
neither of them doit. Nevertheleſs 1 freely grant % 
that all the certainty of our Faith in things nor | 
pun&ually expreſſed in Scripture, depends upon 
the certainty of our Reaſon working upon the ne- 
ver fayling Rules of Logick, which as it is no diſpa- 
ragement to the certainty of Faith ; ſois it a thing 
common unto us with Carholicks, who muſt acknow- 
ledge with my good Friend, That many things have 
been delivered by the Church which were not formally 
contained in her tradition or the Rule of Faith, but 
only thence concluded by the help of Reaſon. Sure 
Footing. þ. 206. 

Prop. 3. The Fundamentals of Chriſtianity ( 2. e, 
all doArines neceſſary to the Salvation of each per- 
fon) delivered in the Rule of Faith, muſt be both 
evident, and obvious to the eye of Reaſon, for ſeing 
the proper end of a Rule is to regulate and dire&, 
and nothing unevident, and obſcure whilft ſuch can 
do that office unto thoſe, to whom it is ſo, ( for this 
were to require the intelle& to. be regulated by 
what it cannot know to be a rule) what ever is the 
the Rule of Faith ( and ſo of Fundamentals) muſt 
evidently declare them to ſuch perſons to whom it 
is a rale, and is it not. monſtrous to imagine that 
God ſhould have ſuſpended our Salvation and 
Chriſt the very being of his Church on what's ob- 
ſcure, and void of evidence? And ſecondly ſeeing 
What is not obvious cannot be evyidentto ſuch per- 
ſons as are unable to ſearch into the depths of Rea» 

fon, and ſee into the coherence ofa continued woke 
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-of conſequences, that this Rule may be 'evident to 
ſuch, it muſt be obvious, Obvious I ſay in deliveri 
the affirmative heads of Chriſtian Faith, not in af- 
fording means to extricate the underſtanding from 
all the Sophifſtry of a Learned Adverſary, which to 
require from the Rule of Faith (| eſpecially 
as applyed to the illiterate perſon and his certainty 
thereof) is as abſurd, and monſtrous as to require 
in order to his certainty that he ſees,walks,or hears, 
that he ſhould have ability to Anſwer all the quirks 
of Zeno, and demurs of a Gaſcexdvs to the contrary. 
As therefore in theſe matters the clear and immedi- 
ate evidence of ſenſe is a ſufficient preſervative eo 
the rudeſt perſon from all the Sophiſms of Zero, 
and his Academy ; even fo the full and pregnant evi- 
dence of Fundamentals, (eſpecially if joynd with 
that internal evidence of the Holy Spirit which is 
promiſed *by our Saviour to all thoſe that do his 
will) is ſufficient ſettlement unto the meaneft perſon 
capable of Religion againſt all the Fallacies of a 
fubtle Heretick. 

Coroll. Hence I conceive it Sophiſtically objedted 
by my Friend, That we prove and defend our Faith by 
skils and languages, hiſtory, and humane learning and 
fo make them our Rule of Faith, For we aver the Fun= 
damentals of our Faith are ſo perfpicuonſly revea» 
ledin Scripture as to need no farther skill ro appre- 
hend them, then whatis neceffary to underſtand 
that language in which our Rule of Faith is writ, 
yea what is equally neceflary to underftand the 
Churches voice which conſtantly is delivered by 
her repreſentatives in Greek or Latine, and there= 
fore the preceding skils are not of abſolute neceſlity 
$0 Faith in General, but only to ſome portions of 
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it of which we may be ignorant without: confider-" 
able pre judice to our eternal welfare ; (of which na- 
eure is the legitimacy of Baptiſm conferr'd by Here- 
ticks,the Millenium 8c.) and if we uſe ſich mediums 
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In matters of the higheſt nature, we do it fill ex % 


abundanti,ceither ro conclude the ſame things from 
obſcurec places, which are perſpicuoufly revealed 
elſewhere,or to obviate the eyaſions, and confute 
the cavils of the Heretick, all which the Catholic k 
doth and muſt do, both when engaged with: him, 
and vs. 

Thus whenagain he tels us, That our Rule is deal 
Charadters, waxen-natured, and plyable to the Dedale- 
an Phancy of the ingenious moulders of new opinions, 

. 194. | 

: An. 'Tis true ſome paſſages there are in it which 
are, way be wreſted to (uch evil pur>oſes,bur fill 
the Fundamentals of our Faith are ſuch as are by 
n2 means plyable to any other ſence. 

Prop. 4. Reaſon in judging of the ſence of 
Scripture is regulated partly by principles of Faith, 
partly by Tradition, partly by Catholick maxims of 
her own. | 

7. By Principles of Faith, for Scripture is to be 
interpreted ſecundum analogiam Fidei, thatis ( lay 
we) particular Texts of Scripture , when dubious 
are ſo to be interpreted, as not to contradi@ the 
Fundamentals of Þaith', or any doarine which evi- 
dently and folly ftands afſerted in the Word of 
God. And 2ly fince Scripture cannot contradi& it 
ſelf; When any Paragraph of Scripture abſolutely 
conſidered is ambiguous, that ſence muſt neceflarily 
obtain which is repugnant to no other paragraph, 


agatnſt what way be ſo, and thus may Scripture re- 
gulate 
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gnlate mein the fence of Scripture, and what I know 


 ofir, lead me to the ſen(e of what { do nor. 


Secondly, By tradition, for fince tradition 'is ne=- 


7 eſſary to affore us that there were once ſuch men 


as the Apoſtles who delivered that Chriſtianity, 
and theſe Scriptures to us which we now embrace, 
to queſtion the ſufficiency of the like tradition , 
to aſſure me of the ſence of Scripture, is virtually 
to call in queſtion the motives which induce us to 
believe itſuch ; this then would be an excellent 
help unto the ſence of Scripture, only the miſchief 
is that where it can be had, we do not want it, and 
where we want it *tis but too viſible it cannos. be 
had : Note only that. ſfeak here of a like tradition, 
to which two things are requiſite. F:r/?, That it be 
as general as that of Scripture. And Secondly, That 
it be ſuch as evidenceth it ſelf by Reaſon, io have 
been no forgery (as here it doth, it beivg morally 
impoſſible that the whole Church,in the delivery of 
Scripture to us, ſhould deceive or be deceived. ) 


. Far the infallibility of Tradition doth not conſiſt 


entirely in the delivery of ſuch a Do&rine, but in 
the aſſyrance which ir gives my reaſon that it conld. 
not poſſibly havebcen imbraced upon other terme. 
The Baptiſm of lifants is at preſent ( as the commu- 
nicating of Infants was of oid) the tradition of the. 
Church, bot this gives no unqueftionable affurance 
of the truth, or derivation of theſe cuſtoms from 
our Lord, and his Apoftles, for haply the Church 


. embraced them upon other motives; The x, from. 


a conceived analogy therein to Circumciſion, The 
2d from a miftake of that of the Evangeliſt except you 
eat my fleſh &*c. | 

Goroll, Hence you may ſee how injurious my- 
.,* . Friend 
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Friend is, in opretencing us as rejeQors of Traditi. 
on, whereas we maniteſtly own ic where we can 


have aſſurance of ir, only we dare not boaft of it, | 
as the Papiſt doth where 'tis notoriouſlyevident that * 
both do want it-, we own the conſtant not the pre- | 


fent Tradition of the Church. 

Corol. 2. Hence (ee the ſtability of the Faith of 
Proteſtants above that of Papiſts : The Proteftant 
firt denyes the Tradition which the Catbolick pre- 
tends to, to be ſufficient ground of Faith; And 2dly, 
he denyes the Articles of his Faithito have the leaſt 
Sure-footing in Tradition, or his Rule of Faith nay 

v2s them. wholy oppoſite unto it ; the Papitt 
doth acknowledge that even by his own, the Pro- 
reſtants Rule of Faith, muſt be infallibly certain, and 
pronounceth her Anathema, upon ail who do not 
own both Scripture and Tradition for infallible, and 
receive them both par; pietatis affeu, with the like 
pious affeAion, as the Trent Council phraſeth it, 
Sefſ. 4. The Papifts Faith is nor to be found in the 
Proteftants Role of Scripture, and this neceſſitates 
him to flie unto Tradition, ,but the Proteftants 
Creed and all his fendamenta!s are confeffedly cer- 
rain from the Papiſts Rule; if therefore pradence 
doth dire& us to the ſafer way, and that be ſuch 
which borh ſides do agree upon, (which they fo 
frequently inlaſt on to pervert the people) it muſt 
be every mans concera to be a ( Proteſtant rather 
then a Papift. | 
Thirdly, Reaſon is herein guided by her prop? 
per Maxims, and cannot rationally admit of any 


thing as the ſenſe of Scripture, which is apparently | 


repugnant to them ; for ſeeing *tis impoſſible to 
yield a rational affont without reaſop, it muſt be 
more 
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more impoflible to do it againſt reaſori, Beſides, 


right Reaſon muſt be true, and therefore ſhould a 
Revelation be manifeſtly repugnant unto right Rea- 


# ſon, it muſt equally be oppoſed to trurh. 


Thirdly, Do we not all endeavor to give Rea» 


& fons of our Faith ? Would we not all be thought 


to follow it, when we conclude our Faith from Scri- 
pture or Tradition ? Should we renounce her con- 
du&, might not the worſt abſurditys be imbraced as 
the ſenſe of Scripture, and finde their Patrimony 
from thence, without all fear of refutation from 
that Reaſon, which muſt not be admitted to diſpute 
its ſenſe? muſt it not follow, That no Controverſie 
could be determined, no Difpute reſolved, no Con- 
reſt about the ſenſe of Scripture finde an iflue from 
any rational procedure ? ; 

Obj: Bur doth not the Myſtery of the Sacred Trinity, 
the Reſurreton of the Body, the Hypoſtatical Union, 


| ſpeak Contradiczions unto Humane Keaſon? IWhy there. 


ore do you not expunge them from among the Articles 
of your Faith 2 

Anſw: Theſe things, as far as Scripture doth 
aſſert them, are lyable to no immediate Contradi- 
Cons; but if your Curioſity proceed to dive into 
the Modes of their Exiftence, you: will preſently 
diſcourſe your ſelf into perplexing Difficulties, nog 
in.theſe onely, but moſt other Matters : That God 
is ompipreſenr, ſpeaks nv contradi&ion to my ,Reaa 
ſon ; but to enquire into the Modus of this Preſence 
is tobe loftin mazes of them ; That he hath infi= 
nite Duration, is a neceffary truth; but to call this 
Duration momentaneous or ſucceſſive, is to lay a 
foundation for endleſs ContradiQions;. to affert 
Gods Omniſcience, is to afſert a moſt received Ar- 
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ticle of our Faith, but how this knowledge can con< 
fiſt with the nm of rhings, -is beyond hu- 


mane infirmity tro ſhew, that there is ſuch a thing 
as motion we all ſee, but whether ic be a mode; 
quality, or ſubſtance, ſacceſsive only, or inftantane- 
ous, continued or intermixt with morula's, needs 
an Elias to reſolve us; that there is quantity and 
corporeal Beings inthe world, our ſenſes can affire 
us, bat how their parts are knit unto each other, 
and how far they may be divided, is indeed-a Philo- 
Gophick Trinity, *tis then no prejudice to the fore- 
m:ntioned Articles,that we may difcourie them in- 
£o contradi&ions , ftace this is common to them, 
with the moſt ordinary chings our ſenſes view, 
the reaſon of theſe perplexing difficulties io matters 
of this nature, may happily be the exceeding great- 
neſs or parvitude of the thing, which renders it im- 
.polsible for us' to frame Ideas. of them, from any 
thing which occurs unto our ſenſes; and conſe- 
quently to paſs judgmen: on them, thas all the dif- 
ficalties both of quantity and motion are bottomed 
upon inftants and indivifibles, and that which gravels 
fill the mind in the conſideration of a Deity, is the 
infinicy of his nature, and therefore theſe affe&ions 
of Goodneſ*,. Wiſdome, and Mercy &c. Which we 
ſtile communicable, when once infinity is annexed 
20 them, doas much bejale the intelle&, as that a- 
mazinz thyſtery of the holy Trinity ; but ſecondly, 
I anſwer, | : 
_* An. 2, That Reaſon:cannot think 'it proper to 
apply her- maxims to theſe inſtances, and conſe- 
quently cannot jadge them- repugnant thereunto, 
his will appear from theſe concluhons, - 
I. That Reafon Guided by her own maxims, 
E. T radition 
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Tradition and by Scripture , affures me that the 
divine nature is incomprehenfible, ic being impoſsi-= 
ble chat whar is finite thould comprehend what is in- 
finite; and certainly if Mathematicks have her Para- 
doxes , and can vie demonſtrations pro and cox, if 
matters obvious to ſence do ſo be jade the intelle&, 
and lock it up in contradi&ions, *tis little to be hoped 
ſhe ſhonld conveigh her ſelf through the infinite a+ 
byſs of of divine perfe&ions, and not ſuffer ſhip« 
wrack. | 

. 2, That infinite perfeAion may deliver ſuch 
things of it ſelf which are incomprehenſible, be- 
cauſe it may deliver what in itſelficis. - - 

3+ That Reaſon cannot pretend to judge by her 
own maxins, of the Truth or Falſchood of wrhiay 
ſhe doth acknowledge to exceed her reach; For 
ſure ſhe cannot reaſonably pretend ro kriow what 
thus exceeds her knowledge, much lefs to' judge of 
whart ſhe doth not know ? ES = 

- 4+ That Reaſon cannot conclude that -to be 're- 

gnant to her maxims which ſhe acknowledgeth 
Gbe ſuch of which her maxims cannot judge, for 
this is to apply theſe axims where they gught not 
to. be applyed, and to frame conſequences upon 
terms whereby the things they fignifte are nor un- 
derftood, and in effe&ro reje& the proportions of 
the Sun and Stars vnto the Earth, which Mathema- 
ticks gives us as repugnant to the ſenſe. 

- $. . That notwithſtanding this, Reaſon doth force 
meto attribute 'to God all:that is perfeRion , and 
xFemove the contrary, he. being therefore incom- 
prehenſible becauſe infinite in perfe&ion; whence 
albeic I donot comprehend his natare, yer can [ 
Fationaly conclude hjm not corgoreal, becauſe thay 
MO Fe N neceffarily 
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neceſſarily ſubjeas him co varietie of imperfe» 
Rions. 

6. This doth not prejudice the uſe of Reaſon in 
other marcers, any more then the Aiymptoticks of i 
the Matnematicks, the cruces Dygicorum , the Zſo- | 
lubilia of other ſciences do prejudice our getting 
knowledge in theſe matters, by the uſe of Reaſon. 

Corol. Hence evident it is, That Scripture muſt 
not alwaies be iuterpreted according to rhe Letter, 
or Grammatical importance of the words, becauſe 
that often is contradifory both to reaſon;tradition, 
and the Analogie of Faith , chis cannot be diſputed 
by any perſon who is not profeiſedly induftrious ro 
render Scripture odious and ridiculoos, -there being 
nothing moce abhorrent from humane nature then 
ſome Scriptures are in their Grammarcicall impor- 
rance, but. you obje&, | 

. 0b, If.Keaſon muſt guide you ſometimss ſo as to de- 
ae the clear letter of Scripture (or to deny rhe Spouſe þ 
of Chriſt, is properly whatever ſhe is ſtiied in the 
Cantigles.) by what priuciples maſt Reaſon be regula-+ 
ted in.this enquiry, Whether God hath hands and | 
feet, Ec. pag. 193 - 

Anſ.., By Principles of Faith,or thoſe perfpicuous 
Scriptures, which dogmatically aver that he is aSpirit 
inviſible, and without all ſhape,& laſtly,attribute unto 
him many things repugnant to a body, ' & this you 
ſee is done antecedently to the known ſence of ſome 
Scriptures,though not of all. And 2. by Reaſon,affur- þ 
ing me..that corporeity is incompatible with -that 
power, which is every: where infinite : That it.is 
' an imperfeCion, and ſonort incident- to this all-per- 
fe& Being; that it interferes with his Gmplicity atid 
independance, degrades him beneath the ranke-of 

| | LE | Angels, 
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Angels, and humane Souls, which Scriptures repre” 
ſent as incorporea), that co aſcribe ſach Phraſes pro« 
perly unco him, muſt repreſent him the worſt ofWon- 
ſters (as having wings and ſeaven eyes, and putting 
on more ſhapes then ever Proteus did) and render 
gi reproofs of Heathen images israticnal and ab- 
urd. : 

Ob. But is not thjs to flie back for reſyge to the ol4 

rule Humane Reaſon , which y:u ſcemingly.renounced 


' when you had found your new Rule of Faith. 


Anſ. Its power co paſs judgement of the truth of 
what is revealed in Scripture | did, and do renounce, 
its aſsiftance in finding out the fence of Scripture, 
I cannot renounce withour the forfeicure of 
Reaſon. | 

Corol. 2. Hence it muft follow, that to be ex+ 
preſly contained in Scripture, is not to be the mind 
of God contained in Scripture, for that God is a 
Shepheard and a Roaring Lyon, a Lanthorn, and awall 
of fire, that he begat Iſrael, 2nd doth continue ro 
beget Believers. That the Meſiah is a Lamb, a Lyor, 
and a Stag, a Worm, Plant, Eagle, Root, and Cedar, 
this and much more is expreſsly rod us from Soyi. = 
tures letter, but to infer hence rhat rieaſon guiticd 
byScripture cannot otherwiſe interpret'them, but it 
mult Vrolently wrejt the Scripture, an ve ſo abſol-tely 
the Rule of Faith, as to controle «1d baffle. Scriptnre 
though clearly revealing, p. 192.is to make Chritizthe 


worſt of Monſters, to out do all the Fables of the 
Poets, and repreſent the God of Heaven more ridi- 
. culous then an Heathen Fupzrer, Secondly, i defire 


to know whether the Church of Kome doth own 


-and ſence theſe places 'according to the letter, or 


contraditt and wreſt, baffle and comrov! ths cleareſt ye- 
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elations of the word of God by doing otherwiſe. 
Bu. But if to be in expreſs terms in Scripture, be 
940t to be clearly revealed there, what is it to be thus re- 
vealed. © 
Anſ. Tis manifeſtly to be the mind of God contained 

## Scripture. Which being ſo if you continue to ima- 
gine that every thing contained in —_— letter, 

is clearly manifefted to be the mind of God in Scrip= 
tare, then muſt you either contradi& what is clcar- 

ly manifeſted fo to be, or cut off hands, and' feet, 
and pluck out eyes,that you may be Chriſts Diſciple: 

if you enquire farther amidſt all the varietie bf 
Tropes and Figurative Expreſſions uſed in Scrip- 
ture, how any thing can be manifeſted to be the 
mind of God revealed : I Anfwer,by the very ſame 
means and circumftances, by which we know the 
mind of one another, notwihſtanding all the variety 

of Tropes and Figures, which we uſe in ordinary 
Diſcourſe or Writing, how often doth the Divine, 
the Poet, the Hiſtorian, and eſpecially the Oraror 
flouriſh in all the arts of Rhetorick, and Grace his 

. (ubje& with the chioſeft lowers of Eloquence, and 

- yet preſents it in a dreſs as clear, asit is pleaſant, 
and were not men wilfully perverſe, they would 
have leſs reafon ro complain of the obſcurity of the 
Scripture in matters necefſary to Salvation, upon 
this account. 

When therefore you thus Argue, That God hath 
Hands, Feet, Noſtrils, is plainly writ in your Rule of 
Faith,p.121. and therefore is revealed in it; the infe- 
rence muſt be weak,& the Foundations of it are al- 

' ready tang acme” A however you ſuppoſe it, 
all along, Iperemptori mags ug it is poſitively 
- 
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aſſerted in any Scripture, 


; God hath Hands, 
Feet; 
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the Workmanſhip of his hands &c, But to infer it 
from ſuch places would force you to acknowledge 


* that the Word of God is Milk, and that Milk is Rati« 


onal, becaufe- Saint Pau! hath fliled it z8a@ avyixiy, 
Here therefore is noneed to captivate my Rea- 
ſon, much leſs to Anſwer as you would have me, 
That the contrary is plain in Scripture too, pag. 191. 


and (o that Scripture holds forth plainly contradi- 


Aions, this Anſwer ſo diſhonourable to God and 
Scriptare, ſo repugnant unto Faith, Reaſon and 
Tradition I permit to be your own, 


(38) 
CHAP, III, 
Of the Rule of Fatth, 


Prop: LO Divine Faith, in the proper im- 

port of the words, is # aſſe1t to Divine 
Authority revealed, whatever I affent to, as an Arti- 
cle of Faith, I muft affen: to as being the revealed 
will of God; whence evident it is, That the mind 
_ or will of God revealed, ard nothing elfe, muſt be 
my Rule of Faith, Again, What is the proper 
office of a Rule, but to examine what is to be ruled 
by it? Muſt we not paſs a J»dgement on our 
Weights and Meaſures, by bringing them to the 
Rule and Standard? In hke manner, Do we nor. 
examine each Theological concluſion by this En- 
quiry, Whether it be the minde of God revealed 
or not, and from the Anſwer made unto it, paſs 
ne on the thing in Queſtion ? This-there- 
ore is the Rule of every Theological conclufion : 
And fo of Faith. 

Coyol, 1. Hence it will follow, Thar not Tradi- 
tion, but the minde of God revealed in Scripture, 
or Tradition, is the Rule of Faith : And indeed, 
Tradition (were it as certain as Mr. $, ſuppoſeth it) 
would be the formal Obje&, but not the Role of 
Faith, which two things are miſcrably confounded 
through the whole Series of my Friends Diſcourſe, 
as will appear from the diftinftive Chara&ers of 
' them both, as they are excellently given vs in the 

Learned Baron, Apoll: p. 34. S. 6. 
Firit then, A Rulc is that Exemplar by which the 


minde 
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mindeis regulated, and to which it ought to be con. 
formable ; and ſo the Rule of Faith is that Exem- 
plar whict-we ouzht.to' follow, and conform unto 
in Matters of. Faith : Now ſuch apparently is the 
mind of God revealed in general, nor is the voice 
of Chriſt, or of Traditi.n ſuch, but on preſum- 
pion that they are the minde of God revealed. 
Secondly, The Rule doth limir, and determine 
what is ruled by it ; even fo the Rule of Faith muſt 
fix the Bounds of Faith,infru&ing ns what and how 
many are themateria! Obje&s of it. 

Thirdly, The etffe& of the Rule of Faith, is that 
knowledge which preceeds the at of Faith ; for it 
informs the Intelle&, by propoſing to it what is re- 
g_ to be believed, but nor evincing it ta be 
ſuch. 

Fourthly, The Rule of Faith is onely a compre- 
henſive Syſteme of all the Articles of Faith, a: the 
Rules of Grammer are a comprehenſive Syfieme of 
ſuch things as are to be obſerved in compoſing La- 


| tine, Greek, e&&c. Now all theſe things do viſibly a- 


gree unto the minde of God revealed, but are as vi- 
fibly inconſiſtent with Tradicion, as it imports « delis 

very down from hand to hand of the ſence 
on m"_ . and Faith of Fathers 10 their Children ; 
PSP:4'* for, notthe Traditicn, but the 73 tra« 
ditum, or Faith delivered is the minde of God re- 
vealed, and conſequently the Rule of Faith. But 
now the formal Oþpje& is that which cauſeth us 
to believe the Rule of Faith; and in my Friends ex« 
preſſion, applys with certainty Divine Authority to my 
underfianding, p. 181. which ſure is the pretended 
bufineſs of Tradition, and the who!e intendment of 


re footing 
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Cor: 2, Hence evident it is, That Scriptures Loge 
ter, as abſtra&ed from the ſenſe included, cannot 
poſſibly be the Rule of Faith, becauſe, as ſuch, it 
cannot be the minde of God revealed : and when 
my Friend concludes, p. 13. We cannot own the ſenſe 
or things contained iu Scripture for the Rule of Faith, 
becauſe they are the very Points of Faith, of which the 
Rule of Faith is to aſcertain us : He gives a pregnant 
Inſtance of that ignorance of the term I charge him 
with, for evident it is from what we have diſcours 
ſed, That the Rule of Faith is onely a Colle&ion 
of the Points of Faith, -and that its buiineſs is not 
to aſcertain, but propound what is aſcerrain'd by 
the formal Obje&; .nay, may 1 not conclude with 
parity of Reaſon, that the Churches voice, abfira* 
&ed from the {ignification or import of it is tothe 
Catholick the Rule of Faith, becauſe the matters ſig- 
nited by that voice are the very Points of Faith of 
which the Churches voice is to aſcertain us. 
Corol: 3.. Hence we may re&ihe cheſe. looſe con» 
ceprions of the Rule of Faith, ſo frequent in:the 
Animadverſtons of Mr. $. thus whea he asks; p..188. 
Js not that ſpeaking formally and properly the Rule of 
Faith, which gives us Chriſts ſewſe. 
 Anſw. Thatis indeed the Rule of Faith,” which 
e the minde of Chrift revealed in Scripture, not 
that which gives ic, /Onely by. declaring the impor» 
tance of the words in which this ſence is cloathed.; 
for then each Pamphlbe- of chis nature muſt be a 
Rule of Faith unto the Reader, each Maſs: Prieſt co 
the illicerate Papift, each Nowmenclatay, Poſtiller, and 
Comment co the Mals-Prieft as ofc as they explain 
unto Im the ſence and meaning of his Rule of FN 
= ; us 


pu Chriſts ſenſe fubje&ively, ſo as to contain; and 
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This when again we are intreated to confider,Thet 4 
R ule to ſuch an a is the immediate knowledge tothe 
wer as converſant about the effe, p.190, From what 
ath been delivered we conclude fach knowledge, 
cannot be the ruſe but the effe& thereof(even as my 
$kil in making ſyllogiſms is the effe& of logick rules) 
7.G. I doubt of ſuch a truth, put caſe the Divinity of 
Chrift, the effe& is convi@ion, the mind of God 
revealed in Scripture is my rale, this rue informs my 
knowledge,& that knowledge produceth the affent, 
Cor.4.Hence evidentit is that neither Reaſon,nor 
$kill in Arts or Sciences is made our Rule of Faith, 
becauſe we do not look upon them as the mind of 
God revealed, or any part thereof, *Tis true my 
Friend: endeavours to faften this upon us, but by 
ſuch mediums as ſhew too evidently he was not well 
acquainted with the terms he uſed. And firft, That 
Reaſon and its Maxims are our Rule of Faith, he 
thus endeavours to conclude : p.190. He that judg- 
eth muſt-have ſome principles in bis head by which be is 
regulated in making ſuch a judgement, thoſe principles 
then muſt he his Rule in that aG10n, and if that judge- 
ment be an adheſion to the point of Faith Cthat is ifthe 
cauſe be.the effe&, for no man adhers to any point 
of-Fairh, till he hath judg'dit to be ſuch) theſe prine 
ciples are his Rule of Faith ; now do not Proteſtants oft 
conclude the ſence of Scripture from maxims of their 
Humane Keaſon? ru 
« .4#ſ. (Be6des the blunder which my Parenthefis 
takes notice af ) we haye agreater weakneſs in this 
Argument: . For.it ſuppoſeth all by which my Judg- 
ment is aſsiſted in determining of what is Faith, or 
finding out the ſence of anyScripture to be my Rule 
of. Faith. (and therefore is as cifeQual to perſwade 
4 = on 
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the Gallenift his $kill in Greek, is his Rule for Pra« 
Riſe, as inabling him to finde out certainly the rules 
of Galen) whereas to be the Rule of Faith is a 
thing proper to theſe Principles, which contain the 
material Obje&s of Faith. 

Secondly, I defire to know whether your conti- 
nual Diſputes (managed by Maxims of your private 
Reaſon; touching the fence of almoſt every Ca- 
non of the Trext, and other Councels, whoſe de- 
finitions you embrace as the Churches voice, do 
not plainly manifeſt the Maxims of Reaſon to be as 
much your Rule as ours ? 

And thirdly, Whether what was ſofficient to pro- 
duce Faith in me, and upon which its certainty de- 

. gends entirely, may not ſufficiently afſure me of one 
particuſar Obje& of it ? | 

Secondly, Thar 5kill in Arts and Sciences, Lan- 
geage and Hiſtory, are made our Rules of Faith, is 
concluded from a double Argument. 

Obj: 1. That in Diſputes againſt them, we prove 
and defend our Faith by ſuch skilis as Language, Hiſto= 
ry, and other Knowledge got by humane Learning, and 
conſequently bold it upon the Tenure of theſe Skills 
which therefore are our Rule of Faith. p. 190. 

Anſw. This is a very formidable Argument, and 
muſt force you to confeſs, That in proving and de- 
fending of. your Faith agaioft us Proteſtants, you ne- 
ver ſhew your skill in Hiſtory, or any other -part of 
humane Learning, or to acknowledge (what you ab. 
hor ſo much, p. 188. ) that theſe alfo are your Rules 
of Faith: Should a Few, Socinigqn, or Pagan, uſc 
this very Argument againſt your Church, 1 wonder 

how you would avoid the blow ? 


Secondly, Your next Afﬀault runs thus ; Do wot 
theſe 


+ us aw  Aan trad 
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theſe Skills clear the letter of Scripture 3 that ir, make 
known Gods ſence to you ? if ſo, fince their immediate 
effeT is to clear it, *tis impoſſible to deny but they are at 
leaji part of the Revelation (as if it were impoſſible 
to deny the Comment to be a part of that Text it 
clearech) for revealing #s clearing; and Gods ſenſe 
was not clearly revealed but by theſe means, that ws, by 
humane Maxims, and ſo they are at laſt the more for - 
mal part of your Rule of Faith, | 

Anſw. lsemember when 1 learn'd my Grammer, 
that I had a Conftruing Book, the immediate effe& 
of which, was to clear to me the ſence of my Rules 
cotain'dinPropria que maribus, DueGenm,tsc.but ne- 
ver was I fo happy as toknow that my Conftruing book 
was part of them, or to which ſpecial Role it did 
be'ong: I knew indeed that revealing ws clearing, 
and thar the ſence of theſe ſpecial Rules was not 
clearly revealed to me, but by means of my Con- 
ſtruing Book 3. but was not fo inured to Sorence, and 
verſed in trne Logick,, as'to be able to infer thence, 
That it was at lezft the moſt formal part of the Rules 
forementioned,. but muſt thank my Friend for his 
Inftruftion in ſo deep a Myſtery, and confeſs I owe 
that Light I have received in this Point, to his xeon 
day Sun of ſelf-evidence. 

For a cloſe you ask, Might I not have miſtaken the 
true ſenſe of Scripture without theſe humane Maxims 2 
if ſo, then they, not Scriptures-letter, are my Rule of 
Faith. p. 191. 

Anſw. And muſt that neceſſarily be my Rule of 
Faith, without which I might poſſibly have miſtaken 
any portion of it? then-good Eyes, and Ears, and 
dibgence in ufing of them ; good Diſpoſitions, Judge- 


for 
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for without theſe, 'tis very probable 1 may be fre- 
© quently miſtaken in the ſenſe thereof. 
Prop. 2. That notwithſtanding any thing M. 8. 
hath pleaded to the contrary, Scriprure may be a 
Rule of Faith, for to obje&, *That Chriftian Religi- 
© on had deſcended many ſteps ere the Scriptures 
© parts were much ſcattered, much leſs the whole 
© colle&ed,is in cffe& to argue thus, Scripture was not 
a Rule to thoſe that wanted, and therefore cannot 
be ſuch unto thoſe that have it : *twas net the one- 
{y Rule to thoſe who were aſſiſted by the infallible 
guidance of the Authors and Propounders of it, 
graced with the extraordinary aſliftance of the ſame 
Spirit ,, who drank even from the Fountain and 
Spring-head of Tradition, and therefore it cannoe 
be Go to us who are removed from it x6 Centuries, 
and deſtitute of all thoſe Priviledges and Advantages 
which they enjoyed : And yet rematkable it is, That 
amidf all theſe Enjoyments the new-born Chriftian 
is ſent anto his Scripture Rule ; his word of Pros 
phefie, bid to give heed unto it as a thing more ccrs 
tain then a voice from Heaven, writ defignedly for 
his.inftra&ion, able to make him wiſe unto ſalvation, 
perfe&t both in Faith and Manners, and make him 
throughly furniſhed unto all good Works : and after 
all, the Apoftles are inſpired to indite and to deliver 
the New Teſtament unto them to be the pillar and 
. the ground of Faith;. and. can it be imagined thar 
Scriptures ſo comparatively obſcure,ſo purpoſely de- 
Ggned for, and accommodated to the Jewiſh Pzda- 
gogy, ſhould be thus. commended and enjoyned by 
the:Spirit of God as a Rule unto the Chriſtian, when 
graced with all the helps fare-mentioned ; and yer 
that Scripture which was indited by the ſame uner- 
| ring 
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ring Spirit, in a more familiar way with | 
great plainneſs of ſpeech, and not obſcu+ 2 Coy; 3. 
red by avail, 4 w45 that of Moſes, which 12, 13. 
is exceedingly more full of moral Pre 
cepts, and Rules of Faith and Manners, of gracious 
Promiſes to comfort, -and Exhortations to perſwade 
to Patience and cvery other Vertue; which lafily, 
was Indited not in a Tongue peculiar to the Land of 
Jury, but ſuch as was moſt genera!ly ſpoken throw- 
out all the World, ſhould never be intended as a 
Rule unto them, when deſtitute of thoſe aſſiſian- 
ces ? | 

Obj: 2. 'Ti 0bjefed ſecondly, That that can ne- 
ver be a Rule which many follow, and yet their thoughts 
ftraggle into many ſeveral Judgements in Points of ſo 
great moment 4s the Trinity. ibid. 

Anſw. It you imagine that theſe ftraglers do 
indeed keep cloſe unto the minde of God revea'ed 


4 in Scripture, you blafpheme the Holy Ghoſt, and 


make the Word of God the very ſo:irſe of Herefie : 
if you affirm that cannot be a Rule which ſuch pre- 


'tend to follow, you in effe& afſert the Law of Na- 


ture,and right Reaſon couldnot be the Gentiles rule, 
and that he had no Pharaoh's to guide him to the 
knowledge of the Being and Attributes of GoJ, be- 
cauſe they generally took up with ſuch uncouth no+ 
tions, and groſs abſurdities in matters which are evi- 
dent from the light of Reaſon : That neither Scris 
pture nor Tradition could be a Rule unto the Jew, 
who branched into ſuch-Se&s, as either did evacu- 
atethe Law of God by their Traditions, or deny- 
ed the Reſurrefion : That Traditionis 'no Role of 
Faith ; or otherwiſe, That no pretender to it was 
ever guilty of an Hereſfie, And laſtly, That the wo" 
NJ 
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nyal of Tradition muſt be the enely Hereſie ; al! 
which are monlirous Abſurdities, and yetthe na- 
tural.Reſults of your Afertion. 


To conclude this Se&ion, | muſt crave leave to | 
minde my Friend of an early brood of Carpocratiaz | 


Hereticks, who being confounded by the Scriptures 


Cum ex Scripturis 
arguuniur In Accijas 
fionem converfantar te 
ſarum Scripturarum, 
quafi non red habe - 
ant, neque ſint ex au- 
thoritatee ty quia va- 
rie ſunt difta of quia 
nan poſdit ex his inves 
nirt veritasgah his,qui 
neſciunt traditionem, 
non enim per literas 
traditam illam , fed 
per vivam vocem TIren. 
it5, 3. cap. 2» 


to be revenged of them pave ic 
out, (1. ) That they were not- as 
they ſhould be (viz, the Origi- 
nal copies being not preſerved 
entire Diſc. 2.5.5, &7,) had 
not authority [ficient (there be: 
ing no means to convince the 
Sceptick, the acute Adverſary, 
yea the rationil dovhrer of their 
rrath, no certaixty of Scripture 
in it telf and no aſcertableneſs of 
it unto 18 'Diſc. 4. $1 1. &c, } 
And (3-) That th:y were ſpoken 
vario:ſly{or fo as to admit of 


|  diverte fences, Diſc.2. 8.6.8. 
And lafily, That in them the truth could nt be found 
by ſuch a+ were ignorant of Traditio, it being not de= 
livered by writing but by oral Tradition, Good Sir, 
I do-not in the leaft ſaſpe& that- you have Car- 
pocratians Manufeript,. or. that this paſſage of the 
Father * did” ſupplyryou :with the heads cf your 
Diſcourſe , however it will let you ſee that he ad- 
<eres firm to your Rule,p,v89. If then your inference 
Rand good, the- Carpocratian. muſt be owned for 
.your Brother Catholick; if bad, then bluſh hereafrer 
0-conclude- our union: with Socznns, 'becauſe we 
both-acknowledge the fame Rule of Faith, _ 
: | kc .Frop, 3» 
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Prop. 3- That the Churches voice. or praRical 
Tradition is not neceffary to acquaint us with the 
ſence of Scripture as my Friend would have ir, for 
if ſo(1.)Scripture muſt be in vain delivered to us:for 
where | have the ſuffrage of infallible Tradition [ 
cannot want ic, where | want that | cannot have it. 
(2.) In vain are ati the Comments of the Church of 
Rome,for where Tradition is filent they want a cer- 
tain Rule to go by, and therefore muſt be ſilent to, 
or ſpeak at all adventures, and where ſhe ſpeaks her 
evidence is.\ſuch as rendreth all cheir pains ſuper- 
fluous. (3.) All Arguments from Scripture muſt be 
vain whether intended to convince the Heretick,or 
your brother Catholick, if you contend apainſt 
your Brother Heretick from Scripture, he preſently 
demands whence have you your affurance of that * 
ſence of Scripture which you plead for,if you reply 
from the tradition of yourChurchyhe laughs to hear 
you beg the Queſtion, if from any other Medium, 
he preſently returns upon you is it certain yea, or 
no 2? If not, then may it haply deceive him, if fo, 
then do you a& the Proteſtant, and own ſome o- 
ther certain Guide unto the fence of Scripture then 
that of pragical Tradition z *tis yain alſo. to difpute 
from Scripture with your Brother Chatholick,, for 
it you have no praical Tradition to affure you of 

- the ſence of Scripture you have. no Medium: to con» 
vince him by, if you have praftical Tradition *tis 
ſelf-evident, and conſequently! earinot be 'matterof 
diſpute or :queſtion'd : by yoar:: Brother Tcaditors 
whileft ſuch, whence it muſt neceflarily follow: that 
-all the School Diſputes, all enticavours of your bro-« 
ther Catholick, to decide a controverſy from Scrip- 

pure maſt þe ja vain, all their arguments from Scrip- 
cure 
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ture precarious, and all their pretenſions to Traditf< 
on in theſe matters wilful cheats : if this be nor 
ſufficient, let me farther ask whether all moral du- 
ries.compriſed in Scripture may be interpreted by 
Tradition : if not, whether they be not uſeleſs to 
us; if ſo whether the Jeſuits and Ttalian Pa- 
piſts hold no Do&cines inconGÞ<re with them, or 
whether that can be efteemed the Traditon of the 
Church which is ſuppoſed by fo great and power- 
ful Members ofit > Whether theſe were the only 
means and meaſures of interpretationto the Jewith 
Charch, if nor, how came they to be needful to the 
Chriftian, whoſe Rule is much the clearer, and 
whole affitance from thatSpirit whiich leadeth unto 
th..th fargreater ? If ſo,then ler us brand our Saviour 
for a Malefa&or, and pronounce with them thiat by 
their Law he ought to dye, let us reje& his King- 
dom as being wholy Spiritual, and therefore oppo- 
fire to-what Tcadition taught them to expe, let 
us reje& his Law, as cancelling and diſſolving thar 
of Moſes which they pronounced eternal : yea laſtly, 
leeus impeach the Argumen:s of Chrift, and his.A- 
poſtles as not only. wanting this Authentick medium 
co arrive at the fence of Scripture, but being 
manifeſtly repugnam. -thereunto , or -:at. leaſt ad- 
mire at the tupidicy of the Sctibes and Phariſees, 
who (albeit they fate.in Moſes Chair) ſhould neither 
plead this in their. owa behalf, nor accuſe our Savi- 
our, or his Apoftles for theic pragmartical oppotition 
t£Q it, but this argument is ſo copious, and the dream 
ſa entirely Beameniftical, that I ſhall not upbraid 


the Readers underſtanding by its farther refutas $ 


gion, - 
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- Pop. 4. Tradition is not the only Rule of Faith, 
for if fo, the Church muſt lye expoſed to the great- 
Ja- «ſt perils, and want a rule of Faith in matters of the 
by B higeft moment. For if Tradition be the ſole Rule 
to of Faith, | 2 | 
Pa- Firſt, certain it is, that where we want Tradition, 
or we muſt want the Rule of Faith, and conſequently 
he MB muſt waver, and be undetermined in all theſe inftan= 
er- MW ces and caſes in which Tradition proves klent, 

aly 2. *Tis manifeſt that what is eagerly maintained, 
ith MW and praQtiſed by many thouſand Romiſh Proſelites, 
he WW aſſerted by whole SeAs and Orders of their Gra- 
nd W veſt men, what paſſeth daily uncontrouled both 
to from Preſs and Pulpit, as having nothing contrary 
ur WM to the Churches Doftrine, and the Rule of Faith, 
y MW nay is acknowledged to be ſuch by thoſe who vio= 
lently oppoſe it, what laſtly doth not render the 
o- I Abettors of it, how numerous ſoever, guilty of an 
let & Herefie, nor fubje& them to the cenſure of the 
it M Church, cannot interfere with the Tradition of the 
ly, M Church, or be condemned by it, or if fo Tradition 
A- I cannot be (elf-evident, as my Friend would have 


It. | 
ng Thirdly evident it is that many poſitions of this 
d- I nature are flifly canvaſed in the Schools, many ſuch 
es, Wl pradtiſes uſed in the Church of Rome , which if e+ 
er © ſpouſed and praQiſcd, muſt expoſe the Soul to the 
ri I greateſt peril! in matters of the higheſt moment 3 
on ll Forinftance, . le 
m i 1. Therefore they lye opento the peril of a des 
id I feAive, or exceflive Rule of Faith, for whar afſu- 
a* F rance can they. have whether the definitioti of the 
Popealone:;.or in conjuriftion with' his Carditials 
be the infallible guide of Faith, or whether _ 
| | | SW the 
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the peculiar buſineſs ofa Council, and whether this 


infallibility reſpe& ſubſtanrials only,or circumſtances, 

Faith or Fa&, the canclufion .only,. ar the.premi- 

ſes 3 whether ic reſt upon the. due proceedings of 

the Council, the Confirmation of the Pope, the con- 
ſequent approbation of the Church , or be wholly 

. independant on. them, whether. the Tradition of 
the preſent Church be indeed a Rule, or only ſuch 
Traditions, which can extrinſically be proved Apo- 
Rolicall, whether this Tradition be a total, or a 
partial Rule, and what are the infallible Critetions 
of it ; theſe things are hotly conteſted in the Church 
of Rome, aud therefore cannot be defined by her 
Tradition, what remains then but that each ſoul lye 
open to the peril of a falſe defeQive, or exceſſive, 
yea contradifory Rule of Faith. 

. 2. Theylie expoſed to the peril either of Su- 
perfticion, and Idolatry on the ane hand, or Sa-. 
criledge on the other : for (to omit their infinite 
divifions about the Worlhip due to Saints, An- 
gels, and the Blefſed Virgin, the Veneration due 
to Reliques, the Sacrament, and irs appendages, and 
touch only upon that of lmage:) they are altogether 
uncertain whether they ought to pay thejr, homage 
to the image or before it only,(which is afferted by 
ſome few, though cenſured by their expurgatory 

+ Indexes)-whether this Homage muſt be duliz or 
latria,and ifſo,whether abſolate, and'fimple,or only 


Analogically ſo called, whether all or any part of 


8 


this pretended worſhip be due unto the image abſo- 
lutely canſidered, or only;relativdly,_ as itxefers-ta 
that of which tis an Image;in theſe matters to be de- 
ficient is preſently:to be Sacrilegious, by robbing the 


15 


Image of chat honour which is due unto iggto exceed | 


Of the Rule of Faith. vx 
is'to be guiky of Sopectition, or Idolary;by eiving it 
that Homage why, belongs not to it, wy 4 
fteer my courſe ſo as not daſh'on eithet of theſe rocks 
Tradition cariiot poſfibly:Mift me. . 
3, They muſt be infmitely vncertaiy ir raters of 
vbedience to God; Foreeing 'ris as evident as the 
Sun, and lately maitifefted by Montal;us' (a Catho« 
lick) that the DoArines of the Jeſuited Papiſ 
touching Repentarice, Good intentions,; the” Love of 
God, 8c, do cut the finews of all virtue, and mufl 
the precepts of trhe pietie, and equally cettain, thar 
they are maintained by the graveſt Dotors of their 
Chorch, tay fiyled the-common DoArine. of the 
Church, id follows that'they interfere nor with 
their Rule of Faith and therefore cannot be repros« 
ved by it; E | 
4, They muſt be deſtitute of all the preſervatives 
againſt the vileſt of Rebellions, ir being frequently 
afferted in the Schools and held by moſt confider- 
able members of that Church, that Catholicks may 
be abſolved from their Oaths, Vows, and Covenants 
made to Princes, atid authorized by his Holineſs 
to depoſe them, From what hath been diſcourſed,. 
it muſt follow that if Tradition be the only Rule of 
Faith: then  _ | RR 
3. Should Catholicks a& up to the moſt deſpe- 
rate conſequences of ſuch opinions which paſs thus 
currant in the Church of Rome,they could not poſlt- 
bly be condemned by or rationally be aid to deyis 
ate from her Rule of Faith. | == 
BT ie he vileſt Chriftian and workt of Subje&s. 
thiy ds all that Catholick Religion, and his duty 


doth oblige him too, becauſe all that praQical Tra- 
 Ultiori, or che Churches living voice requires ; that 
| RE  _*' what 
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52 Of the Rute - of Paith, 
what is. Rcangely oppoſite and ſcandalous toChriftis- 
nity, and'deftruiye-.unta, Civil Government is yet 
affiteat wh their. Rule. of, Faith , and that *tis laws 
ful to opine at pleaſure,in.theſe mattegn. 5 
- 3+ Thar thele diſeaſes myſt be all incurable, an 
admit gf.no;redrefs for toa-make them paſs into Tra- 
dition, .and improve thetnſelves into_-articles of 
Faith, is to impower the, Church: to coyn. new ar- 
ticles, ;and pretend Tradition where iris not to 
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mine-own, and the Readers 


SO $5 7 on 


EAR ” 


"off ik Authority': af the C WE by” 
matters of 'Faith, 


of 


Prop.1. Hf AT the Chotck | 8a Slit, Ae ve ve- 
ry name, and nororelty of therthiing, the 
definition, members, diſcipline,” and conftifutions of 
it do ſufficiently. declare. 
Prop. 2. That this ſociet moſt be; nveii9 with 
a Ruling power, iy. certain, bath from the vature of 
all Civil union, which implyes : a compatr, ind that 
a Governour, Jpg 1 itis, to {ve qhat they ey 
who enter into compaQ Che br Violate thi lawes 
thereof, as. alſo, frow;the” end 'of 'this Sotiery, Vize 
The union and. de. ordering. of, her Mcinhers and 
execution at,; her diſcipliſſe -to the corre&lon, or 
excluſion of ſuch perſons Ws, Fooperate, towards 


her. .caine,. 
IS of Belieferk; or 
; 


% 
WISE 


Pro "The "Ghore 

op Frop Eos gh A riain Articles, as the 
Foundations of.it, h ence. x ed fo damen! al Art- . 
cles, this is the 3 Joynt. content. "of, ( Chriſtians, * hows 
ever in the. anden ah. numb oL of their fundamen- 

tals they differ mue 

:.,.Corol, Hence it muſt low that Chu uk Cine 
rs m ,be.jmppowre for EJyire, the belier-Ot.or 
nayre mk jwpo help F anneal Aries, 2$ 
being otherwile.: una ble ta ſecure the Beingzand pro- 
vide apainff the Tvine of that Church, of which they 
are a part. When.therefore M.S.fo confidently gives 
out: (without all manner of Exceptions ) that wo 

urc 
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54 Of the Authority of the Church 
Church is Shamefas ' of obliging others to believe her, 
p. 194. and thae \/be profeſeth her ſelf very heartily 
content Leith. external obedience, tet the interior aſſent 
go where'it will ; P- 199. |] cannot bur admire, that ſa 
ingenious a perſon ſhould pent ſuch things , which e- 
| very day confutes , and tel our Church, ſhe expeas 
wot that her. members ſhould believe that Creed, 
bich ſhe efteems her fundamentals, inſerts into 
er Cateclyſms,. requires us to Agnize in Bapriſmne, 
rehearſe in all her Sacred offices, 'apd that with a 
peculiar circywſtance defigned to fignific our affent 
ynto and readineſs to defend it. * 
 Chj. But.do you not in. big words ack wheu did fe 
$ hallenge any powerover oHT minds &conſcience?p.198. 
nd doth nat M. bk nfer,that —_— ou des 
ny that ſhe r requires, an it itetior aſſenr. Au]. Noghefs 
thiopp are yaſtly different; require inprior affent hg 
may,who bcing aythorizedto guide w& in matters of 
Gait can evidencew a he thus r ures to be the 
will of God revealed'ye$ fuch interior affeht is due 
from Children to thei Paxents, from, Servants t6 
their Maſters, much” tote from) bye ' ro their Pa- 
rs ' when *eyident ng Ae hr -therh, brute 
Challenge po wer over, the mi wee, » be only 
can who is Lord of the Foe arvee ofe liaweby 
an imnicdiate virtae bind the confttente, for what 
binds quly mediatel ph ,hath. mh e this 6bſpatoryp 
onm-any virtue of t tor ee the As and 
ma Fe which coin- 
y fuck? | 


ators. a 


conf; lerice, t only, hi 
wands the cooeienee tb obe 
'And if interiour aſſent way be eh d,1 wonde? 


why it ſhould be more {rcationa ww ont tolay ah 
obligation onghe Gatbol:p.199, by two Oarhs of 
Allegianceand Soptemacyahen opon the _—_— 


in Matters of Faith. 55 
(as my Friend imagines.) That ic ſhoufd be retional 
to bind the loyal Sabjet by thoſe Oaths, but irra* 
tional to bind thoſe whoſe Treachertes and Confſpi> 
racies firſt made them neceſſary, if difference of Re« 
ligion be a juſt exemption, then may the Duaker, 
Anabaptiſt, and other turbulent perſons* which re+- 
nounce our Church, plead for a ſhare in this ex- 
emption, and King and Parliament 'muft be tmjuſt 
and tyrannous in laying ſuch a burthen on them, 
Prep. 4, A particular Church cannot require 
this aſſent upon pretence of an infallible affiftance,) 


_ (for ſeeing all have rhe like title ro it, it would be 


impoſtible for any. of them co have erred) and 
therefore ſhe muſt do it becauſe the thing determi» 
ned is ſo evident in the Rule of Faith, that all deny- 
all of it muſt be wilful.for ſeeing; 'tis atready proved 
that ſhe hath power co require this aſſent, and thae 
this power cannot derive from an infallible afziftance, 
what remains, but that it bottom upon the evi 
denice df the thing? Bur then the query is, bo muſt 
be judge what is ſo evident in Scripture, as to render” 
the diſſertors gnilty'o flat wilfulneſs, þ. 195. 

-"&f,” Faith being an aſſent, and conſequently the 
refult of jadgment, each privace perſon muſt be al- 
lowed his judgment of diſcretion, much more thoſe 
who arc authorized to require our aſſent to funda- 
mental, and to preſerve the peace and union of the 
Church inviolable, and fare *rwould be a great im- 
peachment to our Saviour, to intrult perſons with 
the preſervation of this Depoſitum, and to require 
them to give heed toir; as they will anſwer it ac the 
great day, and yet afford no means to be affured 
ofit. | But if each private perſon muſt have a judgment 
of diſcrttion by which he mf admit of, or IS 
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56  Ofthe Authority of the Church 
laws of bis ſuperjors,C& if it ſhould be otherwiſe met 
maſt renounce their reaſon,& reje& the guidance of 
their conſcience, and (o of Gods Viceperent, & 'a&in 
the concernments of their eternal ſouls at all adyen- 
tures) who ſhall paſs judgement o# the final and-irre= 
fragable judge : thus Fiat lux, Ep. 2. þ, 198. | 
Anſ, The Conſcience being ſ(þje& unto none 
but God (who.only knows the ſecrets of it) he only 
can paſs judgement of its ations and pretences, and 
he aſſuredly will convince rhe Shiſmatick and Here- 
tick twes nottheir Reaſon but their luſts - chae did 
betray them to fuch errors, but the reſults of ſuch a 
Judgement which interfere with the received do» 
&rine or caſtomes' of the Church, muſt fo far be 


condemned and cenſured by. the Superiorgof; the 


Church, as they do interrupt the Peace and Unity 
thereof, The Jews were bound to.chearken-tothe. 
Scribes and Phariſees the Sanbedrim and High- 
Prieſt, (and they.had power to chaſtiſe their dilo- 


bedience-in lawful matters ) .ayd-yet 1 hope -with. 


that diſcretion which was requilite to -preferve 
them from condemning our Meſſias for a chear,;.or 
for embracing thoſe Traditions which did evacuate 


the Law of God, for otherwiſe ur Saviour: was ye»- 
ry much to blame, when he fo often taught the: conn 


rrary; and put inſo many caveats againſt the-.leaven 
of che.Scribes and Phariſees..\Thus Rulers are ap= 
w pointed for a terror unto evil-doers, and an engqu- 
Tagement unto the Good , - and. conſequently: rhuſt 


have ſufficient means to be inftruRted. ini that Good 


or evil which they are to..rgward or puniſh, and; 


power fo todo, and yet inferiors are forbid to yeild 
obedience to their unlawful precepts, andin ſych 


caſes are to preier obedience to;the Laws: of God,: 


which 
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which aſt ſuppoſe aijudgement of. "Aletentonin 
them todiſeern- what precepts are uplawful, .and 
whenhey; incerſere with. the unerring. role of 
Scripture ſo well conſiſtent. is the judgement of dive 
{cretian, we allow.to private perſons, both. with they 
_— .Superiors and Peace and Unity of tho 
Church. 'i... 

Ob. But I denyed them to be judges of F ry Manon 
be clearly revealed, or evident in Scrifture, and to-ba 
of Faith is gll. one Fr 0 that they maſt not be judges of what, 
i5 evidewt, tn Scripture, leat by aeery Conſequence , 
by dreges judges of Faith too. ' Þ.195- 

\Anſc Tihis.rgumen; | fakes that ta, r Wh judge. 
of Faithy and:to be Judge. bat is Faith, are. terms. 
equivalegt, which is a great mi Rake, to Jodge what, 
is, Faithg,and hay is eyid revealed-in..Scrip- 
tures is8he-bufinels of each Catechift apdProacher. 
who doclaxes. he Articles ofiFaich,, of cach;helie» 
ves ho-allensunco them. becauſe : hip ju 


tels/hiip ghey are ſuch; and -yherefaxe # the. 
work oH-bhgm; with. :whom, this, Ea, a vidbly. 
incſodghug,co þe,,gudgeof. Faithy;or rabe thay” 
perſou'or-conmmity mbeſe judgyrent in ſus iter muſt, 
be infall6bly received without. a pres, 


arther, Tra 

rogative; as-elearly inqampgtent tp any .perfon! gr. 
community, ai. is yehamently a As to, 8; 
Sir upon this-ender , ak your ty-rigfl 
rence did.hang.-- HUISSEE 
- Ob. 2+; You: refuſe to: da them.as Ga, les oft their; 
Faith, which Sgwfies they woy have power. $9 require ; 
our afſents in matters in.-which they bave. wo pager te 
guide ts, 4; 6; they-may have power to require us, fo go., 
for any thing we or they-khnow.p-195 , 
"af Let me again inform you that to gr hers i in , 
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to Tradition is both true and juſt, ſo was abt that'of 'the 


Ls 


op Carpocrattan' Heretick: And ſorely 


cher this fike return of Prottftants to the Sreinion,' 


Ducker,; Fadependant , whert pretending the fame 


reaſdh for their ſeparation from the Church of Erg* 
land, which we do from that of Rome, if fourided 


upon real Trith, muſt vindicate one Chureh from 
all your clamors, Objz 
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: Objelt: But pon the ſame right and title thatiwe 
ſeparated from Rome, did Independants, Quakers, 


fat lux. , 


Is Matters of Faith, . on 


kc. : depart from ws for ſince they do it upon theim 
own diſcretion, and ſo upon our Principle, to deny'i140 
be done by them ſojujtly, or ſo truly, is to do wickgdly; 
end talk fondly,Fiar Lux Ep:2.p.198,199.0r which is 
tantanmunt, to do and talk after the manner-of 
- Anſw: As if not onely the Carpocration, but the 

Jew and Heathen ſhould be thought ro a& asjuſtly 
and as troly as the beft of Catholicks, becauſe as ve« 
hement Affertors of the Traditions of their Fathers 
and 'all the A&ions and Sentiments of Mankinde 
ſhould carry equat Truth and;Juftice in ther, as be> 
Ing equally the produRts of what they looked:on as 
reafon and diſtretion-; Thus Savl-the Perfecunet 
muſt aft as july; as Paut the DoRor of the(Gen+ 
Catholic hen Prexching ro comvery and prfhſin 
Cathokck,witen | ing to convert, and pr 1 
to:deftroy his 'iPrince; muft. do both wich equal Jus 
ftice; provided thar His good Intentions to-propagate 
the Romer Faith, 'be in both/. +: : 75 9384 
-': Prop; 5, In matters :which: belong not” ro the 
Foundations of-oar Faith, to be contem with f&h 
ſubmiſſion as is ronſiftent with a. liberty: of opinion, 
and binds us onely-to reſerve our Jadgemencs oy 
onrfelves,. in what they differ from the 
Dodrine of: the Church we live ir, ſeems moſt (ors 
vicbable to the endy'of Peace and Unity exthe ends 
of Peace, becaats:itleffencth the 'Obje As, and (6 
withdraws the fewel of Contention; of Unicy, be» 
cagſc it much enlargeth the conditions of ir, 'end 
rendreth them ſuch, as may more cafily be ſubmit- 
tedro, | | | | 

Eoroll: 
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6 Of the Authority. of the Eburch 
«Cofoll: Hence *tis apparently mit Gfe and pro 
dent, fo be content-with this ſubmiſſion, -ax.being 
moſt conducive to'the Peace and Union that 5s unto 
the Soveraign'ends of Chriftiani Gavernment33. and 
igit not unreafonable that Men ſhould be excluded by 
the'Church from.her Communipn, for whartis very 
well-confiftent with our communion with the God 
of Heaven, our union to the Churches Head ; yea, 
for whit is neither fieceffary to the Churches being, 
pace: or unity z:inor :can;_ be prejudicial to: them, 
bileſt reſerved; to-our ſelves?2- Befider, the candi+ 
Sonk:of : Church.communior,; muſt, bottom -upon 
- $hatis clear andevyident, for elfe:the' Union'of the 
Church, and our duty to preſerye:io, muſt both reſt 
an that's vocertiin and obſcure: (a-thing repugnant 
batt the Wildant and Goadnefs of. the Churghes 
Hedd)namthardunmatcers remote fri thefoundar 
gitrigers/e have-mofily: no ſuchilevidence, is but too 
pn the Difpemes and Conteſts which are + on 
(th:lides manated by many Learheid and impartial 
MencoiFoconcludey Let any Maninnofider the-.va; 
riety of Gifts, Aﬀe&tions,z Prejiidiess, and. iofinice 
Aſker) GCirecumfianies;ithat are:mnciderſt to humane 
Nawnt+:and then selb nel; 'whethetit be noriera: 
tonat wo hope, >That-all the:Miimbers of a Chuceh, 
an matters-6f this:pature, ſhould conſpire; and! knit 
feb-one; Faithranvd Judgement ? and muſt ic notbe 
mirkenrcaſonable,oto make this Linton the condi 
Son of:communid1 withche Blaarch 2: If, therefore 
id thee. matters ont Church contents: her (elf with 
chi bajiſſion, and doth noc biridews-t6 declare our 
 Snward aſſent,ſhe a&3 both prudenily and ſafely, and 
asbecometh anindulgent Mothery:; --: + c hs 
| _ Prop: 
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in Matters of Faith.” : © $4 
- Prop: 6. The Church hath power-to filence ſuch 
Diſputes as tend immediately to-break her peace and 
unity : This'is ſo proper a reſult of: civil Lnion,: as 
that without it, 'all- Governmene-maſt ſhatter inta 
Sets and FaQtions, and therefore: moſt of all may 
be expe&ed.in that Platform which our Savior laid, 
and muſt. be granted by all choſe, who,dare not think 
our Lord defeAive in his Deſigns and Contrivances 
for his Churches Peace and Unity :: In a word,Each 
Church is bound: to look to het own Peace, and 
therefore is impawred to prevent what violates 
Is * 
Prop: 7. All Men are bound, whatever their pri- 
vate Sentiments may be, to ſubmit externally to the 
ſentence of the Church, in matters which entrenclk. 
not on the. Fundamentals of their Faith, becauſe the: 


i Of the' Authority of the Eburch 


four Evangelifts,or-by them (if not concealed yet) fo 
obſcurdy delivered to the Church? Can we Oppoſe 
theſe wiſe and holy Men (and eſpecially that good 
Sptrirowhich affifted them) eirher ſo envious as wil- 
folly co deprive the Church of ſach an happineſs, for 
whoſe profperity they ſuffered fo much, and which 
they almoſt Chrifiticed with their Blood ; or fo for- 
getful of the 'Wotk' they took in harid, viz. the 
writing of the Goſpel of Chriſt, as to negle& the 
clear reherſal of that Do&rine, without which (if 
the Papift may be crediced) all othiers are not cre- 
ditable ? *cis evident, they ſpeak perſpicuouſly of 
things of ſmall importance in compariſon of 

this,” and is It poſrible they ſhould conſpire to the 
deepeſt filence of obſcurity in'this moſt neceflary 
thing, this fundamenta] of all that is fo ? Is it ima- 
gable that S. Luke, intending purpoſely to ſatisfie 
Theophilus in theſe things wherein he had been Ca- 
techiſed, and which moſt ſorely were believed as 
Cheiflians, ſhould negle& this great Foun- 
dation of them all, wichout which, Fairh moſt ne- 
ceffarily ſuffer Shipwrack, and all his labor bein 
val ? That the beloved Apoſtle having writſod ma- 
ty fgns, chat we might believe that Feſuws 5s the Sort 
y ſhowld- negle& thar, withour which; no- 
ing that he faid could be available co produce 
Rajth In ws, 'or fecore us from miſtaking in- ie'?::18 is 
poſſible that-our Savior, who foreſaw: whmever 
might difturb his Church, yea, had experienes''of 
Mons enenillinganets tofubmic £0 others,' art youdi=- 
not. ro advance themſelves in his own Diſehfles 4. 
- fhonkd yer dalivdt this DoQrthe'(if: atall delivered): 
ſoobſcurely;rhit wow It is beconie the greabelt Conv 


wrovorſe, -heddes ho Intended” any thing? this 
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nature? and the ceftimonies of Scripture fo flrange« 


ly baffled, that Papifts dare not go abour to vindicate 


them from our Exceptions? That he ſhould confti- 
cute that tobe the onely means of deciding Contro. 
verfics, which he foreſaw would be fo determinable 
without the certain knowledge of ſome hundreds 
of Particulars, in which whole thouſands of Men, 
excellent for Parts and Piety, do claſh pergetvally 2 
That nnder the Old Tcftament, the Judge of mat- 
ters between blood and blood, plea and ples, and 
ſuch Political Tranſa&ions, ſhould be. fo puntually 
fer down: And in the New Teſtament, this Judge 
of Faith , and the eternal Concernments of our 
Souls, ſhould be paſſed over in ſilence, . or delivered 
in fyuch terms as are equally adapted' to all pretend- 
ers to be the Church, and altogether unſerviceable 
when'*cis doubtful? Is it nor ftrange, thar ſo greay 
apart of the New Teſtament ſhould be employed 
abour Antichriſt, and all the methods he. ſhould. uſe 
to draw Men from the Faith, and yet juft nothi 

be delivered of that 'Guide ro which all Gubfal 
Chriftians were to have recourſe againſt him? That 
the Spirit ſhon]d ſpeak expreſly, of ſome great de- 
parture” from the Faith in theſe latter times, and nov 
admoniſh us of rhe fare and 'onely means to. ſecure 
our falling : That St. Paul, mag all his yehe= 
ment Exhorcations unto Unity, all his endeavors a= 
gainft Schiſm in the. Corzathians, and” elſewhere, 
ſhould not once deliver this anto them as a means 
infallibly to preſerve them from it, but ſpend his 
time in'other matters, which, withoyt this, are nog 
at all available to our fouls welfare? That having 
affembled the Elders of Epheſus. and told them, 
Tharafter bly departure, grievous, Wolves ſhould 
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44 _. Of the Authority of the Chittch ._ 
"hem ta the. onely means for preſervation.? That 
the Apoſtles in the compiling: of the Creed, ſhould 
give no intimation-of that, without which, nothing 
can hang firm? That Irenzus, Tertullian, (Cyprien, 
and others, .purpoſely delivering the. Fundamen- 
tals of their Faith, ſhould be deficient in the like 
kinde 2 That never any of the Primitive Fatbers in 
thei Comments on this Symbol,thould inform-us of 
this one thing neceſſary! That they ſhould talk ſo mach 
of the Catholick Church, and nor one title of its 
infallibility? That in their deſcants on theſe Paſſages, 
whiich are ſo often pleaded by the Romanift, they 
ſhould never intimate.unto us that in che JuJgemenc 
of the Catholick Charch,or at leaſt their own,they 
- tavght infallibility?- That the Nicene Fathers, albeit 
they had fo great occaſion from the mu'tiplying of 
Herefies, to have infiſted upon this ſo Fundamental 
Do&rine (that each Mans Soul muſt bottom on it,or 
be baile upon the Sand) ſhould not onely. wave the 
ſtating, clearing, confirming, or the trying of ir, but 
campoſe a Creed, and neyer mencion it? That the 
Catechumeni ſbould never be ravght this foundation 
of their Faith ? Thar it ſhould never be required at 
 Baptiſm?, That none of the. Treatiſes. ad Ca- 
fecthumenos, Inftitutiones Myſtagogice ,.. Enchiridia 
Dotirine. Chriſtiane ? None. 'of the. Treatiſes 
of the Church her” ſelf, ſhould, once make, menti- 
on of chis great—apd principal Fundamental,.1s, as 
if a Man ſhould” write of the chic Cities in; Exg« 
land, and ]eave que York,and London, or of the: de- 
gtces of Hierarchy in the Church of Rimeand Jeave 


out Pope and Cardinal ? laftly,. That whereas bnce 


enter ih, among, them, he ſhould not. once! dire 


the Ulurpation of this Pretogative by the Church, 
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þ | eſpecially for ——_ & far removed from 


Of the Rulle of Faith, © 
of Rome there have been hundreds of Difpates 
touching 'the ſubje& of its infallibility, whether 
Chriſt were here or there, without determining. of 
which to affirme in groſs the Churches infallibJity 
is co-leave us perfeRly in a maze, & fay juft nothi 
that not any of thoſe diſputes ſhould ever be 7 Wann 
nor. any: thing reſolved upon ? Theſe are thingy 
morally impoſſible and conſequenty 'this pretended 
infallibillicy-muſt be fo : this being fo 'tis ſuperflus 
ons tO refute the pretence of a General Council to 

it, for beſides what already hath been ſaid, can it .be 
that whats ſo neceſſary to the-welfare to the Church - 
ſhould by an all-wiſe God be left -at infinite uncer- 
tainties.? A general Council is infallible fay they pro- 
vided that it be legitimately called, & that the mem- 
bers of ic be legitimace, that they be legally eleAed, 
and in duc number from every part and portion ef 
the. Church ; thar being thus convened they vore 
freely and without conftraint,and packing : afier due 

Means of Study, Prayer and faſting uſed ; provided 
laſtly that the decree conciliarly, have theſe decrees 
confirmed by the Pope,and accepted by the Church, 
diffaſed, if one of theſe conditions be wanting to the 
greateſt Councils they take liberty to reje& them, 
& yet who knows not what animoſities, and feuds 
there are in the now preſent Church of Rowe (and 
much more in the Church of God;) touching the 

reater part of Councils __ Oecononmical ? . whe- 
ther all theſe conditions have been punQually ob- 
ſerved by them in the whole , and each particular 

Becree ? how more then probable ic is that like un- 
certaintics ſbould ariſe touching the definitions of 
future Councils ? & how impoſſible it is for any,(but 


the, 
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@he place of their Convention) to, attain to any tos 
ferable ſatisfaQtion in all theſe particulars? This obs 
Je&ion is by the wiſer ſort of Papifts handſomely 
'paſſed over as knowing it to be unanſwerable ; bur 
Fiat Lux hath ignorance enough to warrant his at- 
eempte upon it, which are theſe : | | 
© | To That we may a well except againſt the obliging 
Power of the decrees and Atis of King and: Parliament, 
and ſay, is that power in the King alone, or in the Per- 
liament, what if they run counter, what if they ſhould 
not be rightly Choſen, p. 190, | 
Anſ. Bur dares he ſay that one of theſe particu- 
lars are undetermined by our Law? Dares he a- 
vouch that the obliging power of our Ads of Par- 
fiaments uy ends on fuch a multitude of things, of 
which no tolerable aflurance can be had ? If fo, he 
evidently ſtands gailty not only of Rebellion, but 
juftifies rhe lare Phanacick, afſuring him that he may 
fafely queſtion.and oppoſe the power both of King 
and Parliament, as depending on fome hundreds of 
encertainties, as hotly conteſted, and as unreſolved 
by the Lawyers of the Land, as the forementioned 
Decrees of Councils are in the Church of K ome: 
If not how grofs miſt his impertinence and folly be, 
in bringing ſuch compariſons. which both his conſci« 
ence and his reaſon tell him are vaſtly different from 
what his adverſary produceth 7 And yet ſecondly, 
who knows nos that a leſs degree of certainty may 
. Cufficein civil, then in facred matters. A 
 Burſecondly, he takes SanQtuary in Titulus colo- 


retus , and moral evidence, and tels us, that 5f this ſuf- | 


' fice mt we can be ſure of no Amtbority either Spiritual 
or Civil in this world. ibi4, | 
 Anſ. Andis this that Fiet Lux, who writ a pam- 
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. in Matters of Paith, 67 


'phler ofinfallibility ? Made ic ſo neceſſary for the 


- Churches welfare, that withour it #0thing can bang. 
firm nor Chriſt be juft, p. 5, 6. had he not provided 
'ſuch affurance for our faith to build upon, is he now 
content to fit down with Titulus Coloratus, &t moral ” 
. evidence? And to confels that Catholick Faith, and 
*the Authority of the Church depends upon fo many 
and ſuch various conditions for which they do pre+ 
tend but moral evidence ? Is not this moral evidence 
the'very thingat which the Romanift doth fo much 
quarrel in the reſolution of our Faith 2 And muſt ic 
now become the refuge of thoſe very men who do 
ſo vehemently cry out againft ir in the Proteſtant; 
See here the triumph and the viory of Truth, 
which forceth * her profeſſed, adverſaries to agnize 
and'own-her though to the ruine of their cauſe and 
'credit,and yet manifeſt ic is that few of the particu- 
Jars obje&ed will admit of moral evidence, or any 
tollerable degree of probability, | 
Corol,1.Hence ſee the excellency of our Churches 
"method for peace and unity beyond what Rowe can 
boaſt of, ſeeing then 'only ſhe requires our affent, 
when the revelation Is fo clear and palpable rhat he 
-who runs may readir, and when the thing is ſuch, as 
hath the teſtimony and approbation of the whole 
Chriſtian World, handed down from the Apoſtles, 
to this preſent age, and acknowledged to be ſuch by 
Catholicks themſelves, And in other things refls 
contemed with that ſubmiffion which is conſiſtent 


| with mens liberty of conſcicrice, and cach;mans du- 


Y to afford her, whereas Rome doth not only bind 
theconſcience to whats unnecefſary,unheard of in the 
Churches Creeds till now of late, and ſo obſcure as 
to be matter of — the Chriſtian al 
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68 Of tht Authority of the Church | 
bur doth all this upon pretence of that infallibility weh 


were it only queſtionable, muſt fubje& us to the pe- 
ril of embracing the moſt deſtruBire .exrors for diyi- 
neft truths, without alFhopes of a-redreſs, diſpoſe -us 
unto Atheiſme, and irreligion, by making zll our 
Faith and piety depend on what is diſputable, and 
[ay us open to continoal fears and jealouſies, doubts 
and uncertainties, Schiſms and diflentions; about the 
role and foundation of our Faith, but being evident- 
ly falſe , muſt be moſt certainly produRive of theſe 
fatal conſe3oences, and yet we muſt be rold with (o 
much confidence : p.200. That plaineft common ſence 
will teach us and every man who conſiders it, that wn« 
Leſs we ſettle ſome indiſputable method of arriving at 
Chriſts ſence, or faith, that is, ſome ſelf- evident (and 
iſo all obliging) Rule of Faith, the Proteſtant Church 
can never hope for power to reduce their diſſenters, nor 
20 bold together or govern efficaciouſly their own ſubjes, 
that is, they can never hope for unity within themſelves 
or 44407 with themthat bave it. Which in effe&,is thus 
much, Th. beth bis ſacred Majejiie, and all his Peers 
and Pretates, Laity, and Clergy, are profeft oppoſers of 
what plaizeſt common ſence, and each mans Reaſon 
ent ſuggeſt unto him as the ſole —_— of the Chur- 
Ches welfare; for which great charity, and worthy 
thoughts of our whole Nation, 'tis pitty bur it 
ſhould be ordered by the King and Parliament, thac 
due thanks be given to Mr $, eſpecially ſeeing he harh 
been at the vaſt expence of an ipſe dixit, to confirm 
the charge, hower contenti ſumus boc Catone,nor. have 
we need to add bomine imprudenti atque imperito ; ni- 
'bil quicquam injuſtius. 5s <= 

; Cor.2.This ſhews what ſpirit of Divination had pof- 
ſc{{ed my friead when thus he talks, Hence we may ſee 


come 
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in: Matters of Faith. 69 
confeſſedly inthe Proteſtant principles the Reaſon of the??? 
preſent and paſt diſtraGions,end divine of the future,for 
mens fancies being naturally various,& 0 pou in her 
vi= || to keep them in union, they muſt needs ramble into multi= 
us il nudes of Diſſemting Sedfs, which to firive to unite in one, 
ur i were to force both ature and conſcience too. Nature itt 
nd i friving to unite their underſtandings in Faith, without 
Its il offering them evidence of Authority, conſcience in bind< 
he I ing them to a& as Proteſtants do, whereas they are ready 
nt- i to ftcke their Salvation upn it, that their beſt reaſons 
eſe BW working upon the very Rule of Faith, Proteſtants recom- 
(o i mend, obliges them to the contrary. For firſt in funda- 
ace © mentals, in which onely we think it receffary to u- 
2- MU nite the underſtandings of our people, we have con= 
at Il ſefſedly all the evidence that Scripture and Traditi- 
4 © on, (the Rule of Proteſtants and Papiſts) ca afford. 
rb | And ſecondly, in other matters we have power to fis 
vor I lence ſuch dif} utes,and prevent the ſpreading of ſuch 
as, N Opinions as may cauſe diviſions, and inflit the Chur= 
ves | ches cenfures upon thoſe that do fo, and conſequent, 
ws fly have (officient provifions'for that peace and unity, 
ers [which is neceſſary to the Churches welfare. And 
s of I thirdly, either we do not bitid the conſcience, and 
ſon I theretore cannot force it, or elſe we do is vpon that 
«r= || pregnant evidence now mentioned, and therefore 
hy © cannot be ſaid to oblige the will againjt the underſtax- 
it I ding. Andlafily, we are as ready to proteſt that our 
zac i beſt reaſon working vpon the very rule of Faith, whicls 
ach | Romenifts recommend unto us, obligeth us to renounce 
rm | their faith, and that to force us to ad with them, would 
ve I be to force our conſciences unto ſin. 
#i- || For acloſeto cry quit with you, this ſhews the 
reaſon of that General Atheiſm, Scepriciſm and Ir- 
religion which is ſpread over the face of the whole 
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50 Of the Authority of the Church | 
Romati Church, which prevails ſo much in Fraxce 


and Ttaly,and inakes Rome Chriſtian, little differ from 
her (elf whilſt Heathen, for having built her Faich 
upon that infallibility which Rands liable ro multi- 
tude of doubts, and is confuted by variety of Argu- 
ments and Experiences, what remains, but that Re- 
ligton oeriſh in its ruines. Once more this ſhews the 
reaſon of the ſudden growth of Atheiſm in this our 
Nation, for-Catholicks having by experience found 
that all their endeavours muſt be fruitleſs whileft we 
have Scripture for our Rule, that whilft Chriſtianit 

ſtands upon irs old foundations, their politick ofofel, 
fion of it cannot find ſure footing in our Nation, have 
at laft made it their profeſſed buſineſs to draw the 
night upon her, to wipe out Scripture at one daſh, 
and pronounce all thoſe arguments which rhe firſt 
Champions of Chciflianity made uſe of, unſatisfa&o- 
ry and nall, that being thus benighted even by a fiat 
tux, we might take-up with an implicite faith, and 
being firft made Atheifts, be in a nearer diſpofirion to 
alt the Papiſt: Andlaftly, that finding no ſure foot- 
OE in the Scriptures, we might run unto Tradition 

r it, 
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An Appendix containing an Anſwer to thoſe few 
paſſages in Fiat Lux which beere ſome ſhew 
of Reaſon, aud might poſſibly deceive the wun« 
waryR edder. 


1. FP Herefore *tis afferted, That the power of af 
pealing i the Biſhop of Rome mentioned in the 
Council of Sardica was ad Fulium Romanum, not ad 
Papam Romanum, and ſo a perſoniv! priviledge, which 
might ceaſe.0n the death of Fulius. p. 59. that is, 
quorh Fiat Luzx,not to the pope who then was Fulius,but 
to Fulius who then was Pope p. 55, Whereas he ſhould 
have ſaid not to him as Pope,but as Fulixs, 5.6. as,one 
depoſed and reviled by the Faftern Biſkops againft 
whom this Council did oppoſe themſelves, endea« 
youring to adyance him, as much as they endca- 
voured to depreſs, and vilige him, but alas materja- 
liter and formaliter are terms which the poor man 
is wholly onacquainted with, and this anſwer was 
rounded upon Hiftory which neither his Dor 
Suixer nor Hudibras would afford him, and there» 
fore *ewas above his ſhallow a_—__ | 
Twas ſecondly affected that che Dodrine fligma« 
tized by Saint Pau! asa Dofrine of Divels was 
xexd/ferjautr that of thoſe it general that forbid may 
riage,not condemn it upon ſuch and ſuch particular ac= 
_ n therefore though w mm aq 6s 
wift were deeper yet they alſo did participate in the 
put, .210,To convince this anſwer of folly & falſehood 
els thus rejoyned, Thet if ſo *twould follow that 7 
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Divels by probibiting marriage in the times of Lent and 
' Advent, p. 182. A. as if it were all one to forbid the 
thing, and to reftrain the doing of it at times unſea- 
ſonable, and S. Paul hkd been as great acriminal for 
adviſing abſtinence from due Benevolence at times 
of extraordinary prayer and falting as they who al- 
waies thought it neceſſary to do fo, and laſtly to for» 
bid fleſh in general, and to forbid ic upon daies of 
faſting and humiliation, were things equivalent ; tis 
I confeſs the ſame to forbid it at gimes unkr,, and 
unto perſons to whom it is ſo, bur never will it be 
evinced that that marriage which is honourable an all, 
be undeceat in the Clergy. 

3: But do you not acknowledge their fundamentals to 
be ſo perſpicuous as what is written with « Sun beam, 
and therefore ſuch as none but fools can poſſibly miſtake 
Sn, and is it not then juſtly woudred by Fiat Lux, that 
any Proteſtant writers ſhoull affirm that general GCoun- 
cils who bave Authority from Chriſt of decidittg Cone 
troverſies,greater aſſiſtance in,and means of finding out 
the truth then others ſhould Iye under a poſſibility of er- 
ring in what is ſo perſpicuous and cleare. 

Anſ. 1. This obje&ion doth as much concern the 
Catholick as us, who albeit he pretends infallible, 
and fo the greateſt evidence;for marcers of his Faich, 
yet camnot, buc acknowledge that they are contra- 
difted not only by the Eaſtern, but a confiderable 
pert of the Yefferx Church 3 Doth-not my Friend, 
and all his brother Catholicks affert, That the authes 
rity of their Church, is ſuch @ motive to beliefe, that 
nl irrational, vicious and willfully blind perſons can 
recede from it by disbelief, S.F.p.197, & yet 
bes definitions been ſolemnly condemne 
Coubglls as great as any they 
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(73) 
the Provincial Councils of the ReformedChurches, 
are not theſe condemnations, ſubſcribed, propugned 
and adjufted by far greater muititudes of learned 
men then ever did convene in General Councils ? 
and what is incident ro them diffuſed, why may ic 
not be incident to a far leſs number when convened? 
Nay ſecondly was nat the law of Nature, were not 
the Notions of a Deity fo manifeſt and obvious as to 
render the offender awToxg]«xe/& or condemned of 
his own conſcience ? And yet were not the greater 
part of men fuch fools for many hundreds of years 
together, to a& in contradiAion to them ? Was nor 
the DoArine of our Saviour confirmed by ſuch Mi- 
racles, ſuch Prophecies and other fignal evidences as 
rendred it unqueſtionably true, and the rejefors 
of it inexcuſable: and did not yer the Sanhedrimand 
ew, rejett it and Blaſpheme it though convinced of 
ics truth; nay is not the generality of the learned 
world (much more the giddy and unruly multitude) 
ſo inconfiderate as to run headlong to that ruine 
which'dayly lays before their eyes, and no wonder 
that it ſhoald be ſo ſince the Church ftory ſhews too 
plainly that intereſt, pride, and faRtion, prejudice, 
fille principles, and a miſtaken Rule of Faith, have 
but coo often aRtedin the Rulers of the Church: 
ca even Reaſon and Experience informs us that 
beck perſons have moſt ſubrilty to elude the plaineft 
arguments, and moft concluding Reafons, to find 
our contrary pretences to oppoſe againſt them, and 
many other artifices to bind their Faith unto rheis 
intereſts, 
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